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purposes; without amendment (Rept. No.
2206). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. ELLIOTT: Joint Committee on the
Disposition of Executive Papers, House Re-
port No. 2207. Report on the disposition of
certain papers of sundry executive depart-
ments. Ordered to be printed.

Mr. ELLIOTT: Joint Committee on the
Disposition of Executive Papers. House Re-
port No. 2208. Report on the disposition of
certain papers of sundry executive depart-
ments, Ordered to be printed.

Mr. STIGLER: Committee on Indian Af-
fairs. . 1043, An act to set aside certain
lands in Oklahoma in trust for the Indians of
the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indian
Reservation; without amendment (Rept. No.
2209)., Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. JACEKSON: Committee on Indian Af-
fairs. H. R. 4983, A hill to provide for ad-
justments in connection with the Crow irri
gation project, Crow Indian Reservation,
Mont.; with amendments (Rept. No. 2210).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Mr. JACKSON: Committee on Indian Af-
fairs. H. R. 6185. A bill to amend section
1 of the act of June 4, 1920 (41 Stat. 761),
entitled “An act to provide for the allot-
ment of lands of the Crow Tribe for the dis~
tribution of tribal funds, and for other
purposes,” as amended by the act of May
26, 1026 (44 Stat. 658); without amendment
(Rept. No. 2211).
tee of the Whole House on the State of the
Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. LESINSEI: Committee on Immigra-
tlon and Naturalization. H. R. 6403. A bill
for the relief of Mrs, Amelia Shidzee Naga-
mine Toneman; with amendment (Rept. No.
2203). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

FUBLIC EILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HEALY:

H.R.6668. A bill to provide additional fa-
cilities for the prevention of labor disputes,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Labor.

By Mr. RANKIN:

H. R. 6669. A bill to provide for apportion=
ment of a veteran's pension, compensation,
or retirement pay during hospitalization, in-
stitutional or domiciliary care, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on World War
Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. CELLER:

H.R. 6670, A bill to amend title IT of the
Bocial Security Act, as amended, by giving
insurance benefits under the Federal old-age
and survivors insurance provisions of that
act to survivors of veterans of World War II,
and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DOMENGEAUX:

H.R.6671. A hill to extend, for one addi-
tional year, the provisions of the Sugar Act
of 1837, as amended, and the taxes with
respect to sugar; to the Committee on agri-
culture.

By Mr. CELLER:

H.R.6672. A bill to promote the progress
of science and the useful arts, to secure the
national defense, to advance the national
health and welfare, and for other purposes;
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to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,
By Mr. RANDOLPH:

H. R. 6673, A bill to amend section 6 of the
Civil Service Retirement Act of May 29, 1930,
as amended; to the Committee on the Cl?il
Service.

By Mr, BOREN:

H.R.6674. A bill to insure the proper hos-
pital care to members of the armed forces;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ROE of New York:

H.R.6675. A bill to provide for certificate
of meritorious award to State guards; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BALDWIN of New York:

H.R.6676. A bill for the relief of John
Babjak and others; to the Committee on
Claims,

By Mr. HERTER:

H.R.6677. A bill for the relief of Edward
J. Haddigan and John F. Haddigan; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. PATMAN:

H. R. 6678. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Ger-

trude Wooten; to the Committee on Claims,
By Mr. SHERIDAN:

H. R.6679. A bill for the relief of Louis

Schmidhamer; to the Committee on Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

1929, By Mr. HANCOCK: Petition of Miss
Bessie M. Hubbs and other residents of Onon-
daga County, N. Y., urging legislation to pre-
vent the use of grain in the manufacture of
alcoholic beverages; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

1930. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the
governors' conference, petitioning consider-
ation of their resolution with reference to
request for extension of selective service and
adoption of compulsory military training and
service program; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

1931. By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of mem-
bers of the Home Culture Extension Club,
Laclede, Mo., petitioning consideration of
their resolution with reference to the sugar
shortage; to the Committee To Investigate
Bupplies and Shortages of Food.

SENATE

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 5, 1946
(Legislative day of Tuesday, March 5,
1946)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on
the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Eternal God our Father, in the still-
ness of prayer, as the loud poundings of
the builders cease, always we are con-
scious of a persistent knocking at our
heart’s door and of a tender, pleading
voice, which steals into the emptiness of
our self-content, calling: “If any man
will open the door, I will come in.” Sol-
emnize us with the knowledge that ohly
our hand can open the door that k
Thee out of our lives which, wit
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Thee, are but vanity and vexation of
spirit. If Thou comest dressed drably
as duty, may we earn at the last Thy
“well done.” If Thoucomestin the white
garments of truth, may we not fail to
follow the road though rough and steep.
As we fare forth in Thy fear, prosper us
this day in our work; so may we fulfill
our daily tasks with honor and integrity,
walking ever in the ways of Thy com-
mandments. In the dear Redeemer's
name. Amen,

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. MayBaNg, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the cal-
endar day Tuesday, June 4, 1946, was
dispensed with, and the Journal was
approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting
nominations were communicated to the

Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his secre-
taries.

CALL OF THE ROLL
Mr. MAYBANK. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will eall the roll.
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and

the following Senators answered to their
names:

Aiken Hayden O'Mahoney
Andrews Hickenlooper Overton
Austin Hill Pepper

Ball Hoey Reed
Barkley Huffman Revercomb
Bridges Johnson, Colo, Robertson
Briggs Johnston, 8. C. Russell
Brooks Kilgore Saltonstall
Buck Knowland Shipstead
Burch La Follette Smith
Bushfield Langer Stanfill
Butler Lucas Stewart
Capehart McCarran Taft
Capper McClellan Thomas, Okla.
Connally McFarland Thomas, Utah
Cordon McKellar Tobey
Donnell McMahon Tunnell
Downey Magnuson Tydings
Eastland Maybank Vandenberg
Ellender Mead Wagner
Ferguson Millikin Walsh
Fulbright Mitchell Wheeler
George Moore Wherry
Green Morse White
Guffey Murdock Wiley
Gurney Murray ‘Wilson
Hart Myers

Hawkes O'Daniel

Mr. HILL, I announce that the Sena-
tor from North Carolina [Mr. BaiLEY]
and the Senator from Alabama [Mr.
BankHEAD] are absent because of illness.

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
Bireol, the Senator from Nevada [Mr,
CarviLLE], and the Senators from Idaho
[Mr. GossertT and Mr. Tayror]l are ab-
sent by leave of the Senate.

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
GerrY] is necessarily absent,

The Senator from Virginia [Mr.
Byrp], the Senators from New Mexico
[Mr. Cuavez and Mr, Harcu], and the
Senator from Maryland [Mr. RADCLIFFE]
are detained on public business.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
Maine [Mr. BRewstEr] and the Senator
from Indiana [Mr. WiLris] are neces-
sarily absent.

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Younc] is absent by leave of the Senate.
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The PRESIDENT ©pro tempore.
Eighty-two Senators having answered
to their names, a quorum is present.

JOINT SESSION OF CONGRESS COMMEM-
ORATING THE LIFE, CHARACTER, AND
PUBLIC SERVICES OF THE LATE PRESI-
DENT ROOSEVELT

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. House
Concurrent Resolution 152, providing for
a joint session of the Congress on Mon-
day, July 1, 1946, for the purpose of hold-
ing appropriate exercises in commemo-
ration of the life, character, and public
services of the late Franklin D. Roose-
velt, President of the United States, has
been duly adopted by both Houses. Un-
der the terms of that resolution, the Pres-
ident of the Senate is directed to ap-
point a committee representing the Sen-
ate. On that committee the Chair ap-
points the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
RusseiLl, the Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Lucas], and the Senator from California
[Mr. ENOWLANDI.

PETITIONS

Petitions were laid before the Senate
and referred as indicated:

By the PRESIDENT pro tempore:

A petition signed by sundry members of
the Washington (D, C.) Committee for
Americans of Japanese Ancestry, praying
for the enactment of the bill (S, 2127) to
create an Evacuation Claims Commission
under the general supervision of the Sec-
retary of the Interior, and to provide for the
powers, duties, and functions thereof, and
for other purposes, which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CAPPER:

A petition of sundry citizens of Sacred
Heart, Minn., praying for the enactment of
Senate bill 599, to prohibit the adveriising
of alcoholic beverages in periodicals, news-
papers, and motion pictures, and over the
radio; to the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce,

PRESERVATION OF AMERICAN LIBERTIES
AND INSTITUTIONS

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I have
received a very interesting statement
from the American War Dads, Winfield
(Kans.) Chapter, No. 71, the membership
of which includes many of the best citi-
zens of Kansas. Iaskunanimous consent
to have this statement printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

AMERICAN WAR DADS,
WinrFIELD CHAPTER, No. 71,
Winfield, Kans., May 24, 1946.
Hon. ARTHUR CAPPER,
United States Senator,
Washington, D, C.

Dear SENAaTOR: We address you as the rep-
resentatives of a few of the unorganized mil-
lions of American citizens, the truly “for-
gotten” men and women of our country,
whose only “special” interest is the preserva-
tion of our American liberties, institutions,
and way of life,

We are not opposed to necessary restric-
tions and regulations devised for real emer-
gencies, but we are unalterably opposed to
government by directives emanating from a
nonelected and irresponsible bureaucratic
system whose only achievement has been
confusion worse confounded.

Our sons and daughters have fought an-
other world war, and on foreign soil, not to
promote regimentation and dictatorship
within our own country, but to keep from lts
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shores the evils of all forelgn isms and crack-
pot ideologies, and preserve to us, themselves
and their children, our priceless American
heritage.

We affirm our faith and allegiance to the
Constitution of the United States and to the
principle of the sovereignty of man that it
guarantees. We affirm our faith in our old-
fashioned system of government by law, un-
der which this Nation has grown and pros-
pered, and not in government by man, under
which foreign nations have perished. We
affirm our faith in our American ideclogies
and in the fitness of the American people
to govern themselves.

We look to you, as our duly elected repre-
sentative, to exert your every effort to pre-
serve to us and to our children the American
principle of “government of, by, and for the
people,” and in its ever” meaning and com-
plete integrity.

Yours for good old-fashioned American

government,
Winfield Chapter, No. 71, American War
Dads: W. E, Broadie, Frasident; H.
H. Hanalen, Secretary; H, C. Wind,
O. F. Brane, P. F. Weinrich, W. V.
Hilderbran, C. H, Benson, G. L.
Jarvis, Executive Board.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. TYDINGS, from the Commitiee on
Territories and Insular Affalrs:

H. J.Res, 360, Joint resolution to provide
for United States participation in the Phil-
ippine independence ceremonies on July 4,
1946; with amendments (Rept. No. 1421).

By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado, from the
Committee on Finance:

5. 2018. A bill to facilitate the decentraliza-
tion of the Veterans' Administration; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 1422);

8.2099. A bill to authorize the Adminis-
trator of Veterans' Affairs to accept gifts, de-
vises, and bequests in behalf of the general

fund for the use of veterans and for
the sale and conveyance of any such prop-
erty under certain circumstances and the
covering of the proceeds thereof into the
post fund, and for other purposes; without
amendment (Rept. No. 1423);

H.R. 5907. A bill to authorize the Admin-
istrator of Veterans' Affairs to grant an ease-
ment for highway purposes to the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania, in certain lands in
the reservation of the Veterans' Administra-
tion hospital, Lebanon County, Pa., and for
other purposes; without amendment (Rept.
No. 1424);

H.R.6069. A bill to amend section 100 of
the Servicemen's Readjustment Act of 1044;
without amendment (Rept. No. 1425); and

H.R.6153. A bill to remove the existing
limitation on the number of associate mem-
bers of the Board of Veterans' Appeals in the
Veterans' Administration; without ameénd-
ment (Rept. No. 1426).

REPORTS ON DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE
PAPERS

Mr. BARKLEY, from the Joint Select
Committee on the Disposition of Execu-
tive Papers, to which were referred for
examination and recommendation two
lists of records transmitted to the Senate
by the Archivist of the United States that
appeared to have no permanent value or
historical interest, submitted reports
thereon pursuant to law,

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the
second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado:
S.2296. A bill for the relief of Ira W, Bald-
win; to the Committee on Military Affairs.
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S.2207. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Joan
Nabi Velasquez; to the Committee on Immi-
gration.

S.2208. A bill granting a pension to the
dependent parents of Frank A. Guadagnoli;
to the Committee on Pensions,

5.2299. A bill for the relief of the estate
of Lee Jones Cardy; and

£.2300. A Dbill for the relief of Horst
Specialty Manufacturing Co.; to the Com-
mittee on Claims,

By Mr, REVERCOMB:

5.2301. A bill for the relief of Rev. John

C. Young; to the Committee on Claims,

ORGANIZATION OF CONGRESS

Mr. LA FOLLETTE submitted amend-
ments intended to be proposed by him to
the bill (S. 2177) to provide for increased
efficiency in the legislative branch of the
Government, which were ordered to lie
on the table and to be printed.

SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO COMMITTEE ON
EDUCATION AND LABOR

Mr, MURRAY submitted the following
resolution (8. Res. 279), which was re-
ferred to the Committee To Audit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the
Senate:

Resolved, That Senate Resolution 243,
Seventy-ninth Congress, agreed to April 1,
1948, authorizing the Committee on Educa-
tlon and Labor to employ a special assistant
to be paid from the contingent fund of
the Senate at the rate of $5,640 per canum,
hereby is continued in full force and effect
until June 30, 1947,

LABOR-MANAGEMENT LEGISLATION—
ADDRESS BY SENATOR CAFPPER
[Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp a radio address
on the subject of the recently passed labor-
management bills, delivered by him on June
2, 1946, which appears in the Appendix.]

CONTINUANCE OF THE SELECTIVE SERV-
ICE ACT—ARTICLE BY GOULD LIN-
COLN
[Mr. SALTONSTALL asked and obtained

leave to have printed in the Recorp an

article on the subject of continuance of the

Selective Service Act, by Gould Lincoln, pub-

lished under the headline “The Political

Mill,” in the Washington Evening Star of

June 5, 1946, which appears in the Appendix.]

RECORD OF SENATOR PEPPER—STATE-
MENT OF TAMPA JOINT ADVISORY
BOARD OF THE CIGAR MAKERS INTER-
NATIONAL UNION
[Mr. PEPPER asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp a statement by

the Tampa Joint Advisory Board of the Cigar

Makers International Union (AFL) in sup=-

port of his record, which appears in the

Appendix.]

RUSSIA RANES STALIN GREATEST AMONG
HER HISTORICAL LEADERS—ARTICLE
BY EDDY GILMORE
[Mr. PEPPER asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp an article en-

titled “Russia Ranks Stalin Greatest Among

Her Historical Leaders,” written by Eddy Gil-

more and published in the Washington Eve=-

ning Star of June §, 1946, which appears in
the Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF BELECTIVE TRAINING
AND SERVICE ACT OF 1940

The Senate resumed consideration of
the bill (S. 2057) to extend the Selective
Training and Service Act of 1940, as
amended, until May 15, 1947, and for
other purposes.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
question is on the amendment of the
Senator from Colorado [Mr. JoHNSON].

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, a
parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Senator will state it.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I understood the
question was on the amendment offered
by the Senator from West Virginia on
behalf of himself, the Senator from Iowa
[Mr. Witson], and the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY].

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A per-
fecting amendment takes precedence
over g substitute amendment.

Mr. REVERCOMB. A further parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator will state it.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Will the amend-
ment which I mentioned be the next or-
der of business?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will
be, unless some other perfecting amend-
ment is offered.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr, Pres-
ident, I renew my request that my
amendment may be adopted so that it
may be taken to conference, but I want
to modify it before it is acted upon.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator has the right to modify his
amendment.

Mr. GURNEY. I desire to obtain some
information concerning the amendment.
I wonder if the Senator would withhold
pressing for action on it for half an hour
or so.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes. I
will be glad to, if I may have unanimous
consent to offer my amendment, after I
shall have modified it, and thereby not
prejudice action by the Senator from
West Virginia with respect to his substi-
tute amesndment; but before final action
is taken on the Senator’s substitute
amendment I want to offer my perfected
amendment and have action taken on it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator has that right under the rule.

Mr. GURNEY. Will the Senator from
West Virginia proceed with a discussion
of his amendment, and, vwhen the Sena-
tor from Colorado has modified his
amendment, permit him to offer his
modified amendment?

Mr. REVERCOMB. Of course, I
should not like to have a break in the
continuity of the discussion of my
amendment, but I will not hold up the
consideration of the amendment of the
Senator from Colorado.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I thank
the Senator from West Virginia.

The FRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Colorado can offer his
modified amendment at the conclusion
of the remarks of the Senator from West
Virginia.

The question now is on the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute for
the bill offered by the Senator from West
Virginia [Mr. REvErcoMe], offered on be-
half of himself, the Senator from Iowa
[Mr. WiLson]l, and the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. Wrerryl. The Senator
from West Virginia is recognized.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, the
pending question is upon an amendment
which is in the nature of a substitute,

The
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and which has been proposed on behalf
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WiLsoN],
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr,
WaerrY]1, and myself. At this point in
my remarks I ask that the amendment
be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the amend-
ment, was ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert the following:

“That section 16 (b) of the Selective Train-
ing and Service Act of 1940, as amended, is
amended by striking out ‘July 1, 1846" and
inserting in lieu thereof ‘May 15, 1847': Pro-
vided, That no individual shall be inducted
for training and service under such act unless
the Congress by law declares that national
security requires that inductions be resumed.

“Src, 2. (a) There shall be discharged from
or relieved from active duty in the military
and naval forces of the United States, as rap-
idly as discharge facilities will permit, every
member of such forces, or any éomponent
part of either, who applies therefor and who
has on the date of enactment of this act one
or more children to whom he bears, or would
meintain, but for his service, a bona fide
family relationship in his home: Provided,
however, That the provisions of this section
shall not apply to anyone who has volun-
teered for service in the Army or the Navy.

“(b) Section 3 (b) of the Selective Train-
ing and Service Act of 1940, as amended, is
amended to read as follows:

“*(b) Each man heretofore inducted under
the provisions of subsection (a) who thall
have served for a training and service period
of at least 18 months shall be discharged
upon his written application for discharge, as
rapidly as discharge facilities will permit:
Provided, That the foregoing provision shall
not apply to any person who has voluntarily
enlisted for a longer period of service.'

“Sec. 3. This act shall not be deemed to
affect the existing program of the Army and
Navy for the discharge of men in the service
on other grounds and for other reasons not
named in this act, but shall be construed as
an additional ground and reascn in the de-
mohbilization and discharge of servicemen
from the Army and the Navy.

“Sec, 4. Any person discharged under the
provisions of this act shall be given and
granted an honorable discharge, unless for
cause found to be not entitled to honorable
discharge.

“Sec. b, The fourth proviso of the second
sentence of section 3 (a) of the Selective
Training and Service Act of 1940, as amended,
is amended to read as follows: ‘Provided jur-
ther, That on July 1, 1946, the number of
men in active training or service in the Army
shall not exceed 1,550,000, and that this num-
ber shall be reduced consistently month by
month so that the Army's strength shall be
1,070,000 on July 1, 1947: And provided fur-
ther, That on July 1, 1947 the number of men
in active training or service in the Navy sghall
be 558,000 and in the Marine Corps 108,000.

“Sgc, 6. (a) The first paragraph of section
9 of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, as
amended, is hereby amended to read as
follows:

“‘The monthly base pay of enlisted men of
the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast
Guard shall be as follows: Enlisted men of
the first grade, $140; enlisted men of the sec-
ond grade, $118; enlisted men of the third
grade, $106; enlisted men of the fourth
grade, $94; enlisted men of the fifth grade,
$£82; enlisted men of the sixth grade, $70; and
enlisted men of the seventh grade, §65. Chief
petty officers under acting appointment shall
be included in the first grade at a monthly
base pay of $132."

“{b) The provisions of subsection (a) of
this section shall become effective on the first
day of the second calendar month following
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its enactment, and no increase in pay for any
period prior thereto ghall accrue by reason of
the enactment of this act.”

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, so
that we may understand just what is in
the amendment which is offered and how
it differs from the bill reported by the
Military Affairs Committee, I want to ex-
plain briefly the amendment, section by
section. The first section of the amend-
ment extends the Selective Training and
Service Act of 1940, as amended, to May
15, 1947. It provides, however, that no
individual shall be inducted for training
and service under the act unless Congress
by law declares that the national se-
curity requires that inductions be re-
sumed. That simply means that the Se-
lective Service Act in all its parts and
in all its force would be extended until
May 15, 1947, but there would be no
further inductions or enforced service
under the act until the Congress so or-
ders. In other words, that part of the
law which deals with the priority in em-
ployment, with preference in employ-
ment of veterans, will be kept in force;
that part of the law, section 9, which
deals with the right of the President to
seize properties under certain circum-
stances will be kept alive; but, Mr. Presi-
dent, no person will be inducted into the
service under the act until Congress says
that the national security reduires it.

That position is taken upon the ground
that further inductions are not neces-
sary to the maintenance of the size of
the force needed, and are not necessary
for the return of men who have already
seen service abroad. Later I shall dis-
cuss figures and facts to sustain that
position.

The second section of the proposed
amendment would relieve from active
military duty in the Army and Navy, as
rapidly as discharge facilities will per-
mit, fathers who are now serving in the
armed forces. I need not discuss that
point at present, because later I shall
go into that subject.

It is provided, in the latter part of the
second section, that every man heretofore
inducted under the provisions of the act
who has had training and service of 18
months shall, upon his written applica-
tion, be discharged. I expect to show,
from figures furnished by the War De-
partment itself, that every man in the
service today who has had 18 months of
service can be released, and the Army and
Navy maintained at the proper level.
That statement, of course, both as to the
release of fathers and the release of men
with 18 months of service, does not apply
to volunteers.

Section 3 provides that the foregoing
sections shall not be deemed to affect the
existing program of demobilization, buf
shall be in addition thereto. They aré
directions of the Congress to the Army
and Navy to bring about the discharge
of fathers and men with 18 months of
service. Under section 4 such men shall
be granted honorable discharges unless,
for cause shown, they are not entitled
thereto.

Section 5 fixes the limit of the number
of men to serve in the armed forces, It
fixes the Army, as of July 1, 1846, at not
to exceed 1,550,000. That is the number
requested by the Army. It is the exact
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number fixed in the bill to which the
amendment is offered, so the amendment
in the nature of a substitute includes
that paragraph, because the substitute,
if adopted, would take the place of the
whole bill. The figure fixed for the Army
is the Army’s own figure. It has not been
questioned. Furthermore, it has not
been delved into. The Army asked for it,
and it was granted. In order that there
may be no question about the size of
the Army, those of us responsible for of-
fering the substitute have taken the
figure of the Army itself, 1,550,000 men
as of July 1 this year. As of July 1, 1947,
the number of men in the Army is to be
1,070,000. That, again, is a figure re-
quested by the Army itself. So there can
be no debate on the question of the size
of the Army. As to the Navy, the amend-
ment provides that on July 1, 1947, the
number of men in active training or serv-
ice in the Navy shall be 558,000; and in
the Marine Corps 108,000. Those are the
figures requested by those particular
branches of the service, and are the
same flgures as those contained in the
bill reported by the able Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. GURNEY] on behalf
of the Military Affairs Committee.

Section 6 deals with the pay of en-
listed men in the Army, the Navy, the
Marine Corps, and the Coast Guard. At
this time I wish to modify the amend-
ment.

The FRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator has the right to modify his
amendment.

Mr, REVERCOMB. 1 wish to modify
section 6 (a) of the substitute by includ-
ing as a part of it the pay schedule
which was adopted by the Senate yester-
day, so that there will be no difference
in the base pay of members of the armed
forces, as provided in the bill and as pro-
vided in the substitute.

That, in essence, is the sum and sub-
stance of the amendment.

First. It extends the Selective Train-
ing and Service Act until May 15, 1947,
but stops inductions until Congress or-
ders further inductions. -

Second. It releases fathers from serv-
ice.

Third. It releases from service men
who have had 18 months of training and
service in the Army or Navy.

Fourth, It fixes the size of the Army
and Navy at the very figures requested
by them.

Lastly, it raises the pay of enlisted men,
in accordance with the schedule adopted
by the Senate, starting in the lowest
bracket with a base pay of $75, represent-
ing an increase from $50. That is done
for the purpose of carrying through the
plan to stimulate voluntary enlistments.

Let me say at the beginning of my
remarks that I have advocated, and still
advocate, a strong armed force—not only
an adequate force, but a strong force.
I, with others, have urged and insisted
that the military and naval forces be
placed upon a voluntary basis, Great
success has been met under that plan.
The Senate will recall that on October 6,
1945, the bill which was passed providing
for voluntary enlistments became the
law. Iunderstand that the Navy is filling
all its needs with volunteers. The num-
ber of Army volunteers has been built
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up to such a point as to constitute a sub-
stantial part of our Army, and there is
definite promise that shortly we shall
have an Army based solely upon volun-
teering.

There are those in this country—and
no doubt some in Congress—who believe
in impressed military service. They be-
lieve in conscription. They believe that
the young men of the country should be
taken in time of peace as well as in war,
and impressed into the military branches,
The Army believes in that policy, say
what it will as to its desire for volunteers,
To me the conclusion is inescapable that
the Army leaders believe in the draft, be-
cause under such a system they can select
the men they want to place in the service.
They want the very best men they can
get. Men in the Army are interested,
first, in their corps. They feel that the
first duty of a citizen, from their view-
point, is in the armed service. All the
other aspects of national life are sub-
servient to that end. That is a natural
Teeling.

There is no sounder proof of what I say
on this subject than the quiet, unobtru-
sive order which was issued by the Gen-
eral Staff of the Army on March 8 of this
year, raising the passing grade in the
mental qualification fest from 59 to 70.
In other words, when a volunteer is taken
into the Army, instead of passing at a
grade of 59, he must pass with a grade of
70.

What was the result? The result was
that many men who wanted to volunteer
were prevented from volunteering. We
fought a war on the basis of a passing
grade of 59. Men who passed with such
a8 grade were first-rate fighting men.
Yet when we are creating a peacetime
Army we find the passing grade raised
from 59 to 70.

The Army wants the pick of the land.
It does not want to consult the indi-
vidual American citizen as to whether
or not he wishes to serve. They them-
selves are going to say, “We want you,
and you must come in, if you can make
a grade of 70 on the test.”

Mr, President, as I have said, prior to
the draft, the soldiers who volunteered
into the Army of the United States were
accepted if they could make a mark of
59. That was the passing mark, and
on that basis we had a good Army, al-
though a small one, and on that basis
we fought the war. But now in peace-
time the passing mark has been raised
to 70. That indicates that the Army
itself wants to conduct the draft in such
a way that it can select men and pick
men, regardless of whether in this free
country they wish to serve. That situ-
ation does not go to the question of the
defenses of America. No one wants
those defenses more strongly manned
than I do. But it does point out very
clearly the attitude of the Army that,
first and above everything else in Amer-
ica and its national life, the men are to
be selected for military service on the
basis of the Army’s plan.

Mr. President, I wish to read from the
hearings in regard to that point, when
it was called to the attention of the rep-
resentatives of the Army. At the hear-
ing before the Committee on Military
Affairs on April 8, 1946, the following
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occurred when General Eisenhower was
being questioned:

Senator REvErRcoMB. General, while we are
on the gquestion of a voluntary Army and
Navy, particularly the Army, in which I am
very much interested, in the voluntary
force—and you have definitely expressed the
view that you would rather have a volun-
teer Army——

General ErsenHower. That is correct.

Senator Revercoms, I believe we had total
enlistments up to March 21 of 652,000

General EmseNHOWER. That is approxi-
mately correct.

Benator Revercoms. That is the last figure
we have. Now, I have been informed, and
I want to clarify, that a test is given, has
been given for those brought into the Army,
either by draft or through enlistment,
known as the Army competency test.

General ErsenHOWER, That is correct.

General Paul interposed to say that
:{18 name of it was “general classifica-

on.”

Then General Eisenhower said:

Army general classification test,

Then the following occurred:

Senator Revercoms. And up until a short
time ago the passing mark was 59; is that
correct?

General EisENHoWER. That is correct, sir;
something Iike that. It has been raised 10
points,

Senator Revercoms. It was raised about a
month ago to 70?

General ESsENHOWER, It was raised 10
points.

Senator Revercome, To 69? Would you
rather I addressed these questions to General
Paul?

General EIsENHOWER. For these exact sta-
tistics; yes.

Senator REvVERcomMs. May I do so at this
time, Mr. Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Then I proceeded to-question General
Paul, and the questions and answers
which I shall read now will show what
was done with respect to raising the pass-
ing mark for the general classification
test:

Senator REvErRcOoMB. General Paul, the
classification test has been given throughout
the war, hasn't it?

General PauL. Yes, sir.

Senator Revercoms. And the passing mark
was 569? ¥

General PauL. That is correct.

Senator REVERCOMB. About 1 month ago it
was ralsed to 697

General Paur. That is correct.

Senator REVERcOMB. And that was raised
while we were in this program of taking in
volunteers?

General PauL. Also correct.

Mr. President, I am advised that it is
not correct that the passing mark has
been changed to 69. It isT70; it has been
raised from 59 to 70.

I then asked:

Will not the raising of that passing mark
definitely prevent a certain number of men
from volunteering who desire to volunteer
into the armed services?

The following strange reply was made:
‘We hope it will.

Then this occurred:

Senator Revercoms, It was done for that
purpose?

General Paor. Yes, sir. We are getting
more of the lower grade men than we can
use in the Army.
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Mr, FERGUSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I yield. y

Mr. FERGUSON. Was the passing
mark for the test raised in the same way
for the men who were taken in under the
draft?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I do not know; I
cannot answer that question. I am ad-
vised that that test was not given to the
men who entered the service under the
draft. Whether that is correct, I do not
know. I hope I can be advised about it
before this debate is over. But I know
that velunteers were taken in at first on
the basis of a pessing mark of 59. Men
were taken in on that basis all during
the war. The men who fought the war
were admitted on that basis. But after
Mareh 8, after volunteering had increased
to such an extent, the Army raised the
passing mark to 70, and General Paul
has said that it was raised to stop some
of them from coming in.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator further yield?

Mr. REVERCOMB, I yield.

Mr. FERGUSON. Can the Senator
explain what the difference would be be-
tween a mark of 59 and a mark of 70 on
the test, and what percentage of volun-
teers would be kept out by the change in
the passing mark, and whether the pres-
sent test is a much more difficult one?

Mr, REVERCOMB. It is a mental test.
The men are asked certain questions to
test their mental aptitude, Under the
former standard, those who got a mark
of 59 on the test were accepted. But now
a passing mark of 70 is required.

I cannot say what number would be
kept out under the new reguirement, ex-
cept I am informed that at one camp
it eliminated a substantial number of
the men who went there to volunteer. I
do know that volunteering dropped off
from approximately 20,000 a week to
14,000 a week immediately after the is-
suance of the new order.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator further yield?

Mr, REVERCOMB, I yield.

Mr. PFERGUEON. Will the Senator
from West Virginia permit the Senator
from South Dakota to place in the REcorp
at this point, if he has the informa-
tion, a statement regarding whether the
ckanged passing-mark requirement ap-
plies to those who are drafted, as well as
to those who volunteer, and what the
new passing-mark reqguirement really
means in respect to the enlistment pro-
gram?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I shall be very
glad to have the Senator do so.

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I yield for that
purpose.

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, for the
information of the Senate, let me say
that I hold in my hand the examination
given by the War Department, as alluded
to by the Senator from West Virginia.
In this examination there are 50 ques-
tions. A great number of the questions—
17 of them, in fact—are based on pictures
or drawings of piles of blocks, which run
in number from 4 to possibly 30 in a
pile. In order to obtain a passing mark
the men have to count the number of
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blocks and circle the figure that indi-
cates the correct answer, under the pic-
ture of the blocks.

As I have said, there are 50 questions.
In order to pass and obtain a grade of
70, the men have fo answer only 15 of
the questions correctly.

I do not know that it is possible to have
the entire examination printed in the
Recorp, because it is not customary to
print pictures or illustrations in the
CongrEssioNAL REcorp. However, I may
say that the questions leave no doubt
that anyone with even a third-grade,
fourth-grade, or fifth-grade education
would have no difficulty in answering cor-
rectly more than 15 of the questions.

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, I
believe it will be proper to request unani-
mous consent that the examination, ex-
cept the illustrations, be printed in the
Recorp, including all the other questions
which relate to grammar and many other
subjects. I so request at this time.

There being no objection, the matter
referred to was ordered to be printed in
the REcorp, as follows:

CLASSIFICATION TEST R1—WAR DEPARTMENT,
THE ADJUTANT GENERAL’S OFFICE
Name
Date . AT =
Induction station
Score -

PRACTICE QUESTIONS

You have 15 minutes to do the practice
questions and the test.

This is a test of your knowledge of words
and your ability to think accurately and
quickly.

There are three different kinds of exer-
cises, Some are easy and others are difficult.
No one is expected to get them all right.

After each question or exercise are four
answers. You are to select the one you think
is correct and draw a circle around it.

Here are examples of the three different
kinds of questions you will be asked.

1. To chase is to follow raise carry sit.

Only one of the four words is correct,
The correct word is “follow,"” so a circle has
been drawn around it.

Here is an example for you to do.

2. Toreply is to make do answer come,

Decide which of the four words is correct
and draw a circle around it.

You should have drawn a cirele around
the word “answer.”

3. How many are 6 cans of tobacco and
7 cans of tobacco? 16 17 13 11,

Add 6 and 7 together and you get 13 for
the answer. One of the four answers is 13 so
a circle has been drawn around it.

Now do the next problem.

4. Three men caught 81 fish. If each man
took one-third of the catch, how many fish
would each man have? 17 21 23 27.

Divide 81 by 3 to find the number of fish
each man has; find that number among the
four answers and draw a circle around it.

You should have drawn a circle around 27.

Another kind of question is to count the
number of boxes in a drawing. In each
drawing the boXes are all of the same size
and shape. The question is, “How many
boxes are there?” Count all the boxes in-
cluding those that are hidden. Here are
examples.

5. How many boxes? 2 3 6 4.

There are 4 boxes in the drawing so the
number 4 is circled.

Do the next problem yourself.

6. How many boxes? 6 7 8 5.

Count the number of boxes and circle the
right answer. You should have circled the
number B.

Here are some more questions. There are
four answers after each question, Find the
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right one and draw a circle arcund it. Go
right ahead. Work quickly but accurately.

1. Violent means most nearly modern
dead flerce better.

2. A decoration means most nearly debt
desire condition ornament,
3. Punctual means late

slow.

‘4, Some rounds of ammunition were
divided equally among 7 men. Each man
received 6 rounds. How many rounds of
ammunition were divided? 19 37 42 49,

5. Mr. Williams took out an $8,000 life in-
surance policy. The rate was $25 per $1,000.
What was the annual premium on this
policy? $280 $280 £200 §210.

6. Six men went on a trip by automobile.
The total expense was $13.44, which was
shared equally. How much was each man's
share of the total expense? $2.2¢ #§2.56
$2.92 §3.24,

7. How many boxes? 1 4 11 16 16.

8. How many boxes? 18 24 19 27,

9, How many boxes? 20 18 21 15.

10. Indeclision means most nearly doubt
courage fancy assertion,

11, Dilapidated means most nearly ruined
finished retained carved.

12, To drill is to bore wash line mail,

13. A man bought 514 pounds of meat at
10 cents per pound. How much did the
meat cost? 1514 cents 55 cents 52 cents
415 cents,

14, Tom spends 45 cents a day for lunch.
Fred spends 38 cents a day for lunch. How
much more does Tom spend than Fred for
lunches in a working week of 5 days? 15
cents 22 cents 29 cents 35 cents.

15. A man attended target practice B times,
He scored 189 in all. What was his average
score for each time? 18 21 24 27,

16. How many boxes? 15 9 18 12.

17. How many boxes? 16 26 40 32.

18. How many boxes? 10 8 15 12,

19. Age means most nearly person school
bread time.

tardy prompt

20. To contradict is to deny admit
reveal suspect.

21. To spurt is to talk reduce live
sh.

22, At the rate of 9 miles in 15 minutes,
how far will a tank go in an hour? 6 miles
24 miles 38 miles 135 miles.

23. A baseball team wishes to buy uniforms
for its members. The total cost of the uni-
forms will be $52 but there is only 25 in the
treasury. The nine regulars of the team
decide to share the balance of the expense
equally, How much will each man have fo
pay? 81 §1.756 $225 83.

24, Brown had 9 packages of cigarettes and
4 cans of tobacco. Evans had 7 packages of
cigarettes. How many packages of cigarettes
did they have together? 20 18 14 16.

25. How many boxes? 15 13 12 10.

26. How many boxes? 22 16 27 24,

27. How many boxes? 20 10 16 12,
is to hurry hang teach

steep productive early.

30. A query is a school narrative ques-
tion purse.

31. A property was assessed at 87,000. The
tax rate was $6 per 8100. How much was
the tax on the property? £355 §4056 §420
$500.

32, Mr, Jackson has $2,000 invested at
interest of 3 percent. How much interest
does this investment earn him in & year?
$60 $50 $40 $30. y

33. An officer in the Army is paid $4,140
a year. How much is his salary per month?
$345 $295 8255 §385.

24, How many boxes? 7 9 6 10.

35. How many boxes? 10 13 9 14,

36. How many boxes? 25 30 b0 42,

37. A neigh is the cry of a sheep goat
donkey horse.

38. To convey is to leave carry credit
direct.
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89. An aperture s an ending opening
oracle exercise.

40. The scale on a road map reads 1 inch
equals 22 miles. How many miles apart are
two towns that are 3!, Inches apart on the
map? 55 66 77 B88.

41. Mr. Wilson has one-fifth of his money
in a savings account. The amount of his
savings account Is 20, What is the total
amount of Mr. Wilson's money? $20 850
£80 $100.

42. How much money must be invested
at 4 percent interest in order to earn $§5
interest per year? $£125 #8130 8135 #140.

43. How many boxes? 17 22 18 21.

44. How many boxes? & 12 10 13.

45, How many boxes? 14 16 17 15.

48. Concurrent means most nearly rebel-
llous simultaneous capable conscientious.

47. Spontaneous means voluntary un-
willing rigid ridiculous.

48. You know the mileage reading at the
beginning and at the end of a trip. How
would you find out the length of the trip?
Add subtract divide multiply.

49, A man has 4 yards of twine. How
many packages can he wrap if he uses four-
fifths of a yard for each package? 3 4 b 6.

50. At 6 a. m. the thermometer stood
at 7° below zero. At noon it stood at 10°
above zero. How many degrees has the
tempearature risen in the 7 hours? 3° 10°
17° (245,

Mr. GURNEY. I hand the question-
naire to the Senator from West Virginia.
He may examine it question by question
and observe how simple are the ques-
tions. I am sure he will agree with me
that to answer correctly only 15 answers
out of the 50 would be a comparatively
easy matter.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, the
point I make is that the same qualifying
test was given to men during World War
II when they were being taken into the
armed forces in order to face the enemy
and fight the battles of our country.
On the basis of the same test, a passing
mark of 59 admitted a man into the
Army. Now, when there is no fighting
_ to be done, and when the test of a man’s

mentality is to be ascertained, he is to
be required to come into the Army on a
passing grade of 70. Men who attained
a grade of 110 on the same test during
the war were admitted to officers’ train-
ing school, and there is not a great mar-
gin between 70 and 110. So the point
system has been raised with regard to
admitting men into the Army during
peacetime. The passing grade now is 70.
The military wants picked men. It does
not want volunteers when it precludes
them by raising the point system.

Mr. GURNEY. I believe that if all of
the questions were answered correctly
the grade would be 162; 59 is equal to
about a fourth-grade education, and T0
is equal to about a fifth-grade education.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I yield.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I have some fig-
ures before me which came from authen-
tic sources. They show that in Febru-
ary 1946, 36 percent of the enlistments
were in the fourth group, and that 9 per-
cent of the enlistments were in the fifth
or last group, or a total of 45 percent,
as opposed to wartime, when 27 percent
of the enlistments were in the fourth
group and 5 percent were in the fifth
group. Now, with a reduced Army and
increased specialists with airplane train-
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ing, and with tanks and all the modern
equipment of an army, it seems to me
that it would be dangerous not to have
the Army increase its tests if we are
going to reduce the numbers in the Army
and give them increased individual re-
sponsibilities.

Mr. REVERCOMB. There would be
great force in the Senator’s argument if
the entire Army were made up of air-
planes and special equipment. But the
Senator knows that we still have foot
soldiers, and that the size of the Army is
to be based on the idea of it being neces-
sary to guard surplus goods, and that
thousands of men in the Army today
are used as guards. If the men could
fight the war on the basis of a passing
mark of 59, they could be taken into the
service as peacetime soldiers on the same
basis. General Paul said that the pur-
pose of raising the passing grade was to
keep men ot of the Army.

Mr. President, it is inescapable that
the War Department wants to select and
therefore to have selective-service main-
tained, and it will have ready the same
arguments to put forward a year from
now. The Army wants to pick and select
its men. That is a very natural posi-
tion for the Army to take. It is proud
of its corps. It wants to pick the top of
the citizenship—a very natural policy on
its part. But the question arises, Mr.
President, Is the Congress of the United
States, which has the duty of fixing na-
tional policy in all its phases, going to
surrender completely to the ideas of the
Army? The Army looks at only one
phase of national life. We, as Members
of the Congress, must look at every as-
pect of national life,. We will consider
the needs of the Army from the stand-
point of enabling it to maintain its
strength, but we will not surrender com-
pletely to the right which it claims of
picking the youth of the country and
adopting methods of enforced service
which have prevailed in Europe for a
long time.

No man has higher praise for the Army
than I. The personnel of the Army, from
its Chief of Staffl down to the private
soldier, is entitled to the praise of every
American citizen. It met foreign enemies
and vanquished them. It protected and
sustained us during the days of war. We
feel deeply grateful, and we should never
forget what the Army did. Surely, I
would say that the Congress has not, nor
have the people, failed to acknowledge
their gratitude. It should be everlasting,
and should be shown in a material way.
But even after such acknowledgment,
Mr. President, shall the Army leaders of
our country be allowed to fix our national
policy, or shall the Congress, upon whom
the duty devolves, fix the policy of wheth-
er or not we shall continue with enforced
military service?

In the main, the bill now before the
Senate, as reported by the Military Af-
fairs Committee, is substantially the
Army’s bill. I realize that those who will
follow without question the Army’s de-
mands upon this subject, and those who
so devotedly believe in enforced mili-
tary service, regardless of need, are be-
yond the reach of any argument, and
cannot be influenced by any argument
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which I or any other Senator may make
upon the subject.

On the other hand, Mr. President,
there are those who, in consonance with
our ideas of freedom, feel that enforced
service, unless it is needed for the pro-
tection of this country, is not the best
for America. To those, I would make
my argument today. It is to the people
of our country and to the Members of
the Senate that I would respectively pre-
sent my amendment in the form of a sub-
stitute, with confidence in the belief thag
it will lead them to the conclusion that
further enforced service in the Army
is not at all necessary in order to return
to this country the unmarried men and
fathers who have had foreign service.

As I have said, we have accepted the
Army’s figure without question, although
it has never been probed or delved into.
No attempt has been made to substanti-
ateit. Representatives of the Army came
before the Military Affairs Committee
and said, “We want so many men,” and
then stated where they wanted them,
and explained the purposes for which
they wanted them. Among those pur-
poses was that of guarding surplus prop-
erty. The figure which is asked for as
of July 1, 1946, is 1,550,000. The figure
as of July 1, 1947, a year hence, is
7,070,000. It will be noted that the top
figure is for July 1, 1946, and then grades
down to July 1, 1947, by approximately
500,000 less.

I point out, Mr. President, some figures
of the size of the Army at this time so
we will know whether or not it is neces-
sary to continue drafting. The strength
of the Army, estimated as of May 20,
1946, is 1,960,000, many of whom ought
to have been released a long time ago,
many of whom have had extended serv-
ice. The total—and bear this figure in
mind at the moment—the total volun-
teer enlistments to May 21, 1946, were
769,340.

Mr, President, I have before me the
testimony of the Chief of Staff, the re-
spected General Eisenhower, given be-
fore the Military Affairs Committee dur-
ing its hearings on January 16, 17, and
18. On page 355 there is set forth a
table showing the employment of the
Army overseas as of July 1, 1946. This
is the plan and these are the figures of
the number of men employed—the max-
imum figures, the figures fixed by the
Army, not the figures of anyone else,
but the Army's demand, the Army's re-
quest. The number of men who are to
be used overseas in all theaters as of
July 1, 1946, is 794,000.

Mr. President, the Army says that it
will have a volunteer force on July 1, 1946,
of 950,000 men. We know that it will
have that number. We know that with
769,340 volunteer enlisted men at this
time plus the 150,000 officers in service,
every man who has been inducted into
the Army and drafted and who was
overseas can be brought home and his
place filled by a volunteer, because only
794,340 are needed overseas.

If the Army is going to need only 794,-
000 overseas in both European, Pacific,
and the other areas and they will have
950,000 volunteers by July 1, 1946, there
is no need for a man who is not a volun-
teer to be abroad on July 1, or shortly
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thereafter, of this year. Those facts,
those figures, are inescapable.

I know the appeal to the Senate when
any committee comes forth with a bill,
I know that to oppose a committee bill
is an uphill task, but I invite the atten-
tion of the Senate to the actual facts and
figures, figures furnished by the Army,
as to whether or not the continuance
of the draft can be justified. Every boy
who was drafted and who is overseas
today could be returned and a volunteer
put in his place overseas under the fig-
ures given by the Chief of Staff himself,
and there would be left in this country
more than 150,000 volunteers after filling
the needs of the overseas calls. Yet we
talk about extending the draft. For
what?

There is every reason to extend the
selective-service law. In addition to the
reasons already given, we are told that
the international situation is such that
we must remain strong; we must be
ready for military calls. Mr. President,
if we let the draft stay in effect without
induction, every boy on becoming 18
years of age will register. He will be
subject to call overnight when Congress
says it is ready to call him. As described
by another Senator, it will be as a loaded
gun behind the door, ready to be picked
up when the time of battle comes. But
why induct men today of any age, when
they are not needed, as plainly shown
by the facts?

Now let me turn, Mr. President, to
some other figures. These, too, are
figures furnished by the Army. The
Army has estimated that its entire per=
sonnel, both officers and enlisted men,
who will be volunteers on July 1, 1946,
will be 950,000. In addition to that fig-
ure, the Congress has authorized the
creation of a corps known as the Philip-
pine Scouts, of 50,000. No doubt what-
soever has been expressed that the 50,000
enlistments will be obtained.

Here is an additional interesting fig-
ure: There were inducted into the Army
of the United States under the Selective
Bervice from January 1, 1945, to May 1,
1946, 927,874 men. The total of those
figures would be 1,927,874, made up of
volunteers and men inducted into the
Army with 18 months of service as of
July 1, 1946.

I realize that we cannot figure on the
whole 927,874, because, doubtless, some
of those men were casualties in the war.
We cannot take it wholly because some
of the men who were inducted in that
period enlisted for a definite period.
But I may say that taking one-half of
them—and certainly that is a liberal
consideration toward the Army’s view-
point—there will be in the service as of
July 1, 1946, 1,463,937 men who are vol-
unteers and who have had only 18
months’ experience.

There is no reason today, Mr. Presi-
dent, even if we disregard the figures of
the Chief of Staff about those who serve
abroad, why every boy who has had 18
months’ service should not be on his way
back home. The substitute amendment
calls for the return of those men.

This proposal is not made because of
any sentimental reasons or any desire to
relieve men from duties which they
should perform., I submit to the Senate
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that it is based upon the actual facts and
figures of the War Department which
cannot be refuted,

I call the attention of the Senate to
the fact that the Army, under its own
plan, as of May 20, 1946, has one-million-
nine-hundred-and-some-thousand men.
It wants an Army of 1,550,000 July the
first, and it will have them, because it
has them now. Under its plan it will
have 1,070,000 men, reduced by 500,000
from that date, on July 1, 1947. Why is
there a desire to continue the draft
when we consider the voluntary enlist-
ments as they are now proceeding?
Mr, President, I can see no reason for
it. I cannot see it sustained in the
facts and the figures which are pre-
sented to us.

Ah, the Army wants it, of course. As
I have pointed out, the Army wants to
select the men it puts into its service.
I care not how many volunteers we were
getting today, and I care not how many
we get a year from now, the Army will
request the right to select those who
serve. But are we, Mr. President, who
make the policies of this country, with
the knowledge we have of the facts, go-
ing to ignore every other phase of na-
tional life and follow the Army blindly?

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. REVERCOMB, 1 yield,

Mr. FERGUSON. I should like to ask
a question along that particular line.
On page 2 of Senate bill 2057, as reported,
there is a provision which places the
number of men in the Army on July 1
of this year as not exceeding 1,550,000.

Mr. REVERCOMB, That is in my
amendment also.

Mr. FERGUSON. Then it shall be
reduced consistently month by month
so that the Army strength on the 1st
of July 1947 shall be 1,070,000.

This is the provision to which I wish
to call attention:

And provided further, That the monthly
requisitions on the President under this act
by the Secretary of War and the Secretary of
the Navy shall not exceed the number of
men required after consideration of the ac-
tual number of voluntary enlistments dur-
ing the 3 months preceding that month
in which the requisition is made.

If the President should follow this
measure, how could the Army require
men under the Selective Service Act if,
under the voluntary system, it was get-
ting a sufficient number to fill the re-
quirements?

Mr. REVERCOMB. The law says, I
point out to the able Senator, that the
President shall act upon the call of the
Secretary of War and the Secretary of
the Navy or monthly requisitions on the
President. He does not make any de-
cision about it, the decision is made by
the Secretary of War and the Secretary
of the Navy. I know that if it is left
up to the Army, or the War Department,
to determine whether or not there shall
be calls for drafts, we can be certain there
will be calls for drafts.

Mr. FERGUSON. If the Senator will
yield for another question, in line 10, the
bill as reported says:

The Secretary of War and the Secretary of
the Navy shall not exceed the number of men
required after consideration of the actual
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number of voluntary enlistments during the
8 months preceding that month in which the
requisition is made.

How can the Secretary of War and the
Secretary of the Navy, under this pro-
posal, make a greater call than is required
by the law?

Mr. REVERCOMB. They will them-
selves determine what persons, what in-
dividuals, qualify under the voluntary
enlistments. I donot want to leave that
question open when I see the War De-
partment raise the gqualification from
59 to 70. I do not know when they will
raise it to 100 or 110.

Mr. FERGUSON. Then, the Senator’s
answer to the question would be that he
is of the opinion that the number of men
who will be selected under voluntary en-
listments will be reduced, so ttat there
will always be a call for men under the
selective service unless Congress forbids
it?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I think the mat-
ter should be placed entirely in the
hands of Congress. I feel it is the duty
of Congress to act in this situation, since
we can get the men, and require the
Army to go about getting volunteers; and
if they cannot get them, then let the
Congress act to start inductions again.
In other words, rather than say to the
War Department, “We are going to let
you have the say so about when you will
stop selective service, and we will say
nothing about it. We hand over to
you the whole power and you will say
when selective service and induction
shall stop,” I want the Congress to say,
“We stop them now. Go out and get
your volunteer Army. Be earnest about
this, and get your volunteer force, and
if you cannot do it, then we will start
inductions again.”

Mr. FERGUSON. Would not a fair
interpretation of the bill reported by the
Senate committee, if it is followed fairly
and with the spirit of its language, be
that the Army would not be allowed to
call for men under the selective service if
they were getting the volunteers?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I prefer the other
method, of the Congress stopping it, and
when the Congress finds they cannot get
volunteers to fill the forces up to the
number contained in the amendment, as
well as in the bill, let inductions start
again under the act of Congress.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Will the
Senator from West Virginia yield?

Mr. REVERCOMB. 1 yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I share
the Senator’s optimism about the vol-
unteers, as he well knows. I do not com-
pletely concur in the conclusions he
states, and the conclusions which he has
reached in the substitute which he has
proposed for the bill. Nevertheless, I do
concur with him in believing that vol-
unteers can be obtained.

But there is one thing which should be
called to the attention of the Senate and
to the attention of the country. It is
rather remarkable to learn the number
of volunteers the armed forces have re-
ceived, inasmuch as the Government of
the United States is paying them to stay
out of the Army. What I mean by that
is that we have the employment-com-
pensation provision now in force.
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I talked with the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration this morning, and I was surprised
to find that for the week ending May 25
the United States Treasury paid out $32,-
793,045 in unemployment compensation,
$20 a week, which is $80 a month we are
paying men not to go in the service.

Furthermore, we are paying out now
$2,000,000 a week in self-employment
compensation. That is, if a man on a
farm or in a little business does not earn
$100 a month, he is entitled to self-em-
ployment compensation. That amount
has been growing, from $1,000,000 a
month to more than $10,000,000 a month,
and every month it is increasing. So
of course the veteran who would other-
wise go back into the Army, under ordi-
nary circumstances, is being paid by the
Government to stay out of the Army,
paid more to stay out than he would be
paid if he went back in.

Therefore I say, in view of that situa-
tion, in view of the fact that 1,639,652
men received unemployment compensa-
tion in the week ending May 25, and 40,-
000 received self-employment compensa-
tion in the same week, it is rather sur-
prising that we are getting the number
of volunteers we are getting.

I presume we will have to wait until
the 52 weeks are up, and when that pe-
riod is ended, perhaps many of the men
will go back into the service. As that
compensation decreases, as it is bound to
do in the months ahead, I think we have
every right to believe that enlistments
will increase, and increase very rapidly.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I thank the Sen-
ator very much for his observation, and
I agree heartily with him that we can
secure the force desired by the Army
through volunteering. There is no doubt
about that in my mind. Since that is
the Army we can obtain by volunteers,
and when we already have more than
950,000 volunteers as of July 1, enough
to fill every place abroad, under the very
statement made by General Eisenhower
himself as to the number of soldiers he
needed abroad on July 1, 1946, why we
should turn to the draft is beyond my
comprehension. I share the views ex-
pressed by the Senator from Georgia,
who said we will never get anywhere
with a half-draft and a half-volunteer
Army. Not until we suspend the draft,
not until we try out fully the volunteer
system, which has been so successful up
to this point, can we do what is right in
maintaining fully an army upon the vol-
unteer basis.

Mr, SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. REVERCOMB. 1 yield.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. The distin-
guished Senator from Colorado gave fig-
ures respecting unemployment compen-
sation and stated, if I heard him cor-
rectly, that at $80 a month unemploy-
ment compensation was more than a pri-
vate's pay. Of course, those figures do
not include keep, which I understand is
estimated at approximately $5 a day or
thereabouts. So really we are paying
men in the Army more than we are pay-
ing those who are now under unemploy-
ment compensation, if the keep of a man,
his clothes, and so forth, are included.
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Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Will the
Senator from West Virginia yield?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The
clothing, food, and so forth, a soldier re-
ceives do amount to something, but many
of the unemployed veterans are in their
own homes, and their lodging and their
food and their upkeep does not mean
very much to them. They are receiving,
however, $20 cash each week, or $80 a
month, which is more cash than men re-
ceive in the Army.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I agree with the
Senator on that point.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. In the
Army there are a great many deductions,
as the Senator knows, out of the §75, or
the $50, as the pay is at present. If the
pending amendment is adopted, of
course, it will increase the amount, but
$50 is the amount of pay at present in
the Army, and $80 a month is the com-
pensation paid to keep men out of the

Army.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I agree with
what the Senator has stated. I thought,
however, that in order to make the state-
ment complete the item of keep and
other allowances should be added to
what the Senator said.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, I
desire to point out that from the begin-
ning the War Department has not had
very great faith in the volunteer system,
and I want to support that statement
by the testimony of those who have testi-
fied before the Military Affairs Commit-
tee upon this subject. The testimony
shows that their belief in a volunteer
force was very weak. As I have said,
they want a selective service of men in
which they can pick them.

On September 12, 1945, just a month
after the fall of Japan, it was estimated
by the Secretary of War that 300,000
was the number of men who would vol-
unteer in the Army by July 1, 1946. I re-
fer the Senate to page 18 of the hearings
had on September 12, 1945. That is the
estimate which the Secretary made.
Let us see what occurred. The volun-
teers started coming in, and then, Mr.
President, on January 16, 1946, the esti-
mate was made by General Paul, who
is known as G-1, that is Chief of Per-
sonnel of the Staff of the Army, that
there would be enlisted in the Army as
volunteers by July 1, 1946, 650,000 men.
In September the estimate was 300,000
men, and in January the estimate was
650,000 men. Then on April 3, 1946, the
Secretary of War estimated that there
would be 800,000 volunteers. Of course,
they had to change their opinion because
the volunteers were coming in. I give
these figures to show that when they
were estimating what would be the pros-
pect for the future they indicated little
faith in the volunteer system. They did
not think much of it. They did not
think it would work,

Mr., President, it has worked. Not
only will there be 800,000 volunteer en-
listed men in the Army on July 1, 1946,
plus 150,000 officers, but I say that there
will be a considerably greater number

than 800,000 enlisted men, even with the

slow-down in the draft which has been
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mentioned. So, Mr. President, with that
situation, and with the continued reduc-
tion of the Army up to July 1, 1947, why
must we at this time continue to induct
men into the services when it is shown
that the volunteer system will take care
of the Army’s needs?

We have had discussions here about
taking care of our obligations and com-
mitments. Of course, a complete answer
to the taking care of our obligations and
commitments is the fact that an Army
of 1,550,000 men as of July this year and
an Army of 1,070,000 men as of July next
year is the figure fixed by the Army itself
to take care of those commitments. No-
body questions that. We have not even
delved into it. But certainly the Army
is going to give the top figure it needs.
It is not going to underestimate. The
Army has never been guilty of that.
There are a sufficient number of men
to take care of any commitments, as is
shown by the statements made by Army
representatives before the committee.

Mr. President, what are the commit-
ments? Apparently they are quite nu-
merous. I was interested in a state-
ment made by the Senator from Florida
[Mr. PErPER] a couple of days ago in
which he spoke of a subcommittee’s re=-
port to the United Nations Council in
which the subcommittee found that the
government in Spain was a threat to
world peace. With all respect to that
subcommittee, its report that Spain is a
threat to the world peace is to me absurd.
With whom is Spain going to fight?
‘What country is Spain going to pick on?
If the United Nations is going into a
country, out of some feeling against its
internal government, if someone who
has power in the United Nations does
not like the government in Spain or
in some other country and is going to
send troops into that country, I do not
want our boys to be drafted for that
purpose. I do not want to draft Ameri-
can boys to march into Spain to up-
set Bpain's government. I am not in-
terested in that. If that is one of the
commitments, then I am not very much
in favor of using the young men and the
blood of this country to carry out such a
commitment as that. I thought this
Government had had enough of that
policy when the State Department wenf
into the elections in the Argentine and
tried to take part in them, and received
as sound a trouncing as any set of men
got in their lives. I thought that cer-
tainly the Government had learned for-
ever and severely a lesson there. We
may not like what is in the government of
some other country; we may not like, and
I do not like personally, what is done in
other governments when we view them
from the outside; but we would resent
very much, and certainly we should, the
attempt on the part of any other govern-
ment to interfere with our elections, or to
interfere with us because it thought we
did not have the right kind of govern-
ment for our people. In fairness we
ought to adopt the same attitude toward
other countries. I do not want any such
commitments as that upheld with the
lives of American boys. Also, I do not
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want to draft boys to take part in a civil
war in China.

We talk about commitments, I donot
know what they are, and I doubt if any
Member of the Senate knows all the com-
mitments our Government may have
made; but whatever they are, so far as
the armed forces are concerned, that
argument is answered by the call of the
Army itself. In this bill we are giving
to the Army the number of men it has
asked for.

We are told that one of the reasons
for raising this Army is to guard surplus
property abroad. Mr, President, I do not
feel that we are justified in drafting men
in their twenties, or men in their teens,
and requiring them to withdraw from the
lives they want to lead, in order to guard
surplus property. We can only justify
drafting them in time of war, when we
are faced with an enemy and when our
national security is threatened. But I
do not believe that we are justified, in
time of peace, in going into the civil life
of the people of our country and having
the Army tap young men on the shoulder
and say, “You go over to Korea or some-
where else to guard surplus property.”
Today in those lands we are employing
many civilians, and they could be used
to guard surplus property, under the
direction of the Army.

In connection with the subject of sur-
plus property, recently the Senate passed
a bill providing for the sale of our surplus
property anywhere on the face of the
earth in exchange for the currency of
the country in which it is located. If
that will not dispose of surplus property
abroad, nothing will. If the property is
to be sold, why talk about drafting men
to care for surplus property abroad? I
do not think it is justified. :

Moreover, the Senate has passed the
British loan. A great deal of surplus
property is located in the British Isles.
Under the terms of the British loan
agreement, surplus property in the Brit-
ish Isles will be sold to Britain. There
will not be anything there belonging to
the United States to guard. So I think
we should absolutely put out of the pic-
ture the idea of drafting men into the
armed forces to guard surplus property.
I understand that we employ approxi-
mately 400,000 civilians in Europe. Iwas
not furnished with the figure for the
Pacific, but certainly, so far as guarding
surplus property abroad is concerned, a
skeleton force of the American Army,
with the assistance of civilian employees,
could perform that service.

Mr. President, I have argued the ques-
tion of the necessity of continuing the
draft. I make this appeal upon the basis
of facts. A great campaign has been
carried on for the extension of the draft.
The boys in the Army have been told that
unless it is extended they cannot come
home. I think that is one of the most
unjustified and unfair things ever said to
the men in the service. They write to
me and to other Members of Congress
asking that the draft be extended be-
cause they have been in the service for
2% years, 2 years, or 18 months, and that
unless the draft is extended they cannot
come home. I say that it was a great
wrong to tell them that. It was a mean
thing to do to tell those boys such a
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thing because the fact is that every boy
in the service who was not a volunteer
can today be brought home,

In his testimony before the Committee
on Military Affairs, General Eisenhower
himself stated that only 794,000 men
would be needed abroad in July 1946.
According to the Army’s own estimate,
we shall have a volunteer Army of 950,-
000, or 150,000 more than enough to meet
our commitments abroad, and we can do
it through the volunteer system.

Another interesting thing in connec-
tion with the armed forces is that if we
are to have 794,000 men abroad—and
that is the greatest peacetime army that
we have ever had on foreign shores—it
is to be part of an army of 1,550,000,
That means that on July 1, 1946, we shall

have 756,000 men in camps in this coun-.

try and marching up and down the roads.
For what purpose? To have a big Army.

We are going to be entirely fair to the
Army. It is entitled to fair treatment.
But we can never permit the military to
determine the national policies of Amer-
ica. I see no need for 756,000 men in
camps in the United States. I accede to
the judgment of the Army leaders that
794,000 men are needed abroad on July 1,
1946, to meet the demands and commit-
ments. The Army has fixed that figure.
No one has questioned it. But I point
out that every place in that force can be
filled by a volunteer who is in the Army
today, and that the boys abroad who are
inductees can be brought home., It is a
definite wrong and misleading to say to
them that the extension of the draft is
necessary to bring them home.

Mr. President, I make this appeal to
the Senate after a study of the figures
which are before us. During the war I
went along with the requests of the Army.
I want to sustain the Army. Certainly
during the war every member of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs has done so, I
want a large Navy. The Navy is meeting
its requirements with volunteers, I want
a strong Army, and I want it to meet its
requirements with volunteers. I want
the Army leaders to be earnest about
raising a volunteer force. We cannot
operate with a force that is half volunteer
and half impressed.

I have definitely shown, by figures in
the record, that there is no need for fur-
ther inductions. We have offered a plan
which would not wipe out the Selective

Service System, but would maintain it in’

full force. The men who are registered
will be subject to call if the Congress sees
the national need for it. Under the
terms of the amendment which we offer
as a substitute for the bill, we will say
to the world that the men of this country
are registered and ready for call. In ad-
dition to those who have seen service,
those who become 18 years of age will be
registered, and the selective service sys-
stem will still live, in full force. When
the national need requires it, upon the
call of the Congress, which is the only
body of our Government which should
act on this subject, inductions may be
started again. That is a fair measure. It
is sustained by the facts and figures; and
I submit that it is sustained in right and
reason. It is sustained unless the Gov-
ernment of these United States desires to
have impressed service continued, be=-
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cause the same reasons put forward to-
day for the extension of inductions can
be put forward a year hence and perhaps
2 years hence.

So, Mr. President, I urge upon the
Senate the serious consideration of the
substitute measure. I hope it will be
adopted. I appeal to the Senate to place
our armed services upon a voluntary
basis, and to end enforced and impressed
service when it is no longer needed. It
is no longer needed now.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield for a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HurrmAN in the chair). Does the Sena-~
tor from West Virginia yield to the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I yield for a
question.

Mr., SALTONSTALL. Yesterday the
Senate adopted an amendment which
would increase quite substantially the
pay of the men in the lower ranks in the
Army and Navy. The idea behind the
adoption of that amendment was to in-
crease the number of volunteers.

The measure now before the Senate
calls for volunteers to fill all possible
places, and for inductees under the Se-
lective Service System to be used only if
it is absolutely necessary to use them.
However, the world is still at war, We
have many of our boys in foreign coun-
tries. We have commitments in foreign
countries; we have commitments to the
United Nations.

The distinguished Senator from West
Virginia says, “Let us end inductions
now.” Mr, President, I ask the Senator
whether it is not better, in his opinion,
to play safe and secure for one more
yvear, because a year from now condi-
tions may he greatly different from those
at this time, rather than at the present
time to take the chance of relying com-
pletely on the volunteer system, which we
hope will be sufficient. In short, is it not
better to keep the induction system on
the statute books as a form of additional
security?

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, I
say to the Senator that not only am I
in favor of keeping the United States se-
cure now and for the next year, but I am
in favor of keeping the United States
secure in its military forces from now on.
But I think the question is entirely aside
from that point. We are in agreement on
having a strong force.

My point is that in order to obtain a
strong force it is not necessary to draft
men. It is not necessary to continue in
service those who have had 18 months of
service. I have tried to point that out.

The question is, Does the Senate pre-
fer to have an impressed Army rather
than one made up of volunteers who will
serve for short periods?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
I would answer that question by saying
that, of course, we want a volunteer
Army, and we wish to be sure that our
country is safe and that we live up to our
obligations in time of war.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Let me ask the
Senator a question. Does he doubt that
General Eisenhower is just as much in-
terested as we are in having the United
States live up to its obligations? Cer-
tainly he is,. When he puts the top
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figure for the Army at 1,550,000 and
when he says he wishes to have only
794,000 of our men abroad to carry out
our obligations there—and that is where
we have our obligations—and when un-
der the Army’s own plan as of July 1
there are volunteers to the number of
950,000, why keep abroad the ones who
are not volunteers? Why not bring them
back to this country? Why not let the
volunteer Army take care of our obli-
gations to others, about which the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts has spoken?
I wish to have that done. I am not ques-
tioning the necessity of doing it. But I
say let us use the volunteer force we
have. The Army’s own figures show that
we can replace with a volunteer every
inductee who is abroad.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
According to the statement of the War
Department, they have in the service at
the present time over 400,000 boys more
than they said they would need as of
July 1, 1946. Is not that true?

Mr. REVERCOMB. Approximately
s0, as of May 20, 1946.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
They are going to have to let them out
mighty fast, to get down to that number.
Is not that true?

Mr. REVERCOMB. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
We have already adopted an amendment
providing for a 50-percent pay boost.

Mr. REVERCOMB. That is correct.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
The Gallup poll stated, as of May 10 of
this year, that if we were to adopt a 50-
percent pay boost, 23 percent of the boys
who were in the service would wish to
Teenlist.

So if they went back into the service,
that would make a force of approxi-
mately 2,000,000 boys; and over the next
year, let us say, it certainly would give
us more than the 1,070,000 which the
Army has said it will need as of July 1,
194%7. 1Is not that true? 3

Mr. REVERCOMB. That is correct.
I say to the Senator that every fact
brought out by the War Department it-
self, on the basis of the figures it pre-
sented when it reached the point of pre-
senting us with figures, sustains the Sen-
ator's position that we can have a volun-
teer force without resorting to further
inductions.

On the basis of the figures just referred
to by the Senator from South Carolina,
we know we shall have more than 1,500,-
000 men on July 1. And when we ac-
cept the plan that the number will be
down to 1,070,000 a year thereafter, why
must we continue to induet men into the
service, when there is every promise of
having a sufficient number of volunteers
or perhaps even more volunteers than
the Army will take?

Mr. HART. Mr. President, the substi-
tute proposal which is before the Senate
seems to me to be properly interpreted,
in part, as calling for a reconsideration
of the action which the Senate has taken
in adopting the amendment providing for
continuation of the draft. As the bill
stands at the present time, we have
adopted an amendment which provides
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for a very material increase in pay, on
induction. That has properly been called
incentive pay for volunteering. As the
measure now stands, the draft provisions
are held in readiness to be used in case
the incentive pay provision is not effective
and the volunteer system does not bring
in a sufficient number of men for the
Army, the Navy, the Marine Corps, and
so forth.

Various degrees of optimism have been
expressed as to the effect of these in-
creases in pay. We have fairly authori-
tative figures to show about what the re-
sults of the volunteer system are right
now, and they are not particularly en-
couraging. Any optimism must rest in
part upon the effect of the 50-percent pay
increase which now is to be offered to
men upon volunteering.

Mr. President, I am unable to share
very much optimism regarding the effect
of that measure. The Government will be
committed to pay out nearly a half bil-
lion dollars every year in this experiment.
A half billion dollars is, of course, going
to buy some volunteers, but I do not be-
lieve that we shall achieve great results
from that very considerable yearly ex-
penditure. I would not presume to put
forward my own unsupported opinion in
regard to a subject of such great im-
portance, but it happens; Mr. President,
that there is available a very considerable
wealth of experience on the point. It
does not show that the Government can
really buy volunteers into the service in
considerable numbers, That experience
was gained during the years between the
two wars, and previous thereto.

Almost any recruiting officer who has
gained experience in that field, and who
has from day to day inquired into the
motives of the young men who present
themselves for enlistment, reaches the
conclusion that the reason men come to
the recruiting station is mainly because
of an urge to go somewhere, going some-
where from where they have been, It is
a perfectly natural urge. It has been
manifested in many ways throughout the
ages. The young men do not think very
much about the money part of it; in fact,
they have been found to think very little
about it, insofar as it relates to the im-
mediate return which they may receive
when they put on the uniform.

Whenever they can do so, and that is
mo:zt of the time, the recruiting officers
interview the applicants in order to as-
certain what is in their minds. It has
been found that the applicants do dis-
tinctly have an urge to go out from
where they are. It has been repeatedly
the experience that when recruiting offi-
cers are located next door to each other,
a recruit who wishes to be a soldier first
walks into the marine recruiting station.
There may be various reasons why the
marines are his first choice. But the
main reason is that the applicant thinks
that if he joins the marines he will go
to more places than if he joins the
Army. His belief, of course, is correct.

So far as the pay for the first few
months is concerned—which, of course,
is all that he is definitely promised—the
recruit looks upon it as spending money,
as cigarette money. It is quite true that
many recruits think further ahead than
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that, and those who do look ahead and
who have ambitions are usually the best
of the day's group, and frequently in-
quire into what is ahead for them. They
want to know what, if they make good
in what they are about to do, they will
receive afterwards beyond the $30, $40,
$50, or $75 a month which they are paid
when they enter the service. 'That
means a great deal, because they are the
ones who may think of service in the
armed services as a profession. They
will be the career men. If is from such
men that eventually forms the group
which really constitutes the bones, the
motor nerves, and, in large part, brains
of any armed organization. I refer to
the officers, both commissioned and non-
commissioned, and the technicians.

Mr. President, any nation which pos-
sesses, in sufficient quantity and quality,
a corps of all those kinds of officers
and technicians is a long distance on
the road to having an efficient army.
Without it, no country can have a real
army, navy, or marine corps in less time
than a full generation. If any nation
has such a body of men it can within a
comparatively short time, fill up the
ranks in the lower pay grades which we
are considering. With those cadres, and
the consequent ability to train men when
inducted, and ability to handle all the
mechanisms and the various problems
which constitute a rather difficult pro-
fession, we could soon have an army or
a navy, even if the ranks had to be filled
with recruits.

Mr. President, yesterday the Senate
adopted a substitute amendment for the
amendment which was offered by the
Senator from South Dakota. I refer to
the amendment proposed by the Sen-
ator from Colorado and by the Senator
from Wisconsin. Either of the two
amendments would require about the
same total outlay from the Treasury, or,
in other words, an amount approaching
a half billion dollars. There was a basic
difference between the two amendments.
Under the amendment which was pro-
posed by the Senator from South Dakota
who has charge of the bill, somewhat
more than 40 percent of the proposed
increase, totaling a half billion dollars,
was to go to the personnel of that cadre
to whom I have referred, consisting of
commissioned and noncommissioned
officers and technicians; nearly 60 per-
cent of the total expenditure would go to
the lower-paid grades. The substitute, if
adopted, will give the entire amount to
the privates and lowest grades of non-
commissioned officers.

In my opinion, Mr. President, the Na-
tion would have obtained its full money’'s
worth had it adopted the Gurney amend-
ment, as approximately 40 percen: of the
money would have gone to the career
officers and enlisted men of the armed
forces. That would have resulted in bet-
ter quality, though no change in numbers.

After all, Mr, President, career men
become such and can be called such only
after long training and considerable serv-
ice of many years which takes them even’
perhaps beyond middle life. When they
follow such a course they naturally ex-
pect to lead as normal lives as possible,
and raise families. They necessarily
must have sufficient money with which
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to support their families, and achieve
some degree of security for them. To
that category of the personnel the Gov-
ernment must pay, and by paying and
thereby obtaining quality, the Govern-
ment gets its money’s worth,

As I have already said, I myself have
grave doubt that the half billion dollars
which it is proposed to expend by way
of increased compensation in the lower
grades of the armed services year after
year, will yield the refurns which are
looked for. I do not feel that the return
in the way of building a strong Army
will be anywhere near comparable to our
anticipations. I do not believe that the
inerease under the substitute amendment
will yield as much benefit as would the
40-percent increase proposed by the
amendment of the Senator from South
Dakota.

I am unable to support the pending
substitute amendment, because I do not
see my way clear to taking the chance
it involves. It means a gamble. We have
won the war, but we still have to win
the peace; we shouldered the commit-
ments imposed upon the Army and the
Navy, and which have been in no way
disputed. Indeed, as a matter of fact,
it has been represented that they are
minimum commitments. We will be
gambling if we accept the amendment
of the Senator from West Virginia. In
the face of the situation which confronts
us, I think the adoption of the substitute
amendment would entail a step with
which I am unable to go along.

Mr. GURNEY, Mr. President, will the
Senator yleld?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Connecticut yield to the
Senator from South Dakota?

Mr, HART. I yield.

Mr. GURNEY. I desire merely to
make a short observation along the lines
of the Senator's talk in connection with
the pay schedule. I do not need to call
it to the Senator’s attention, I am sure,
but we must look into the future when
we consider pay schedules in the Army,
because, I am sure, the Senator in his
position and the position he has held dur-
ing his life as a member of our armed
forces, knows that in peacetime, when
we get away from the spendthrift period
we are now in, it will be very hard to keep
up the kind of armed forces we need.
With the excessively high costs of main-
taining the armed forces it is quite pos-
sible the Congress will be pressured to
the point where it will not be able to make
the appropriations necessary to maintain
the numbzr needed for our security.

When we have to pay these certainly
excessively high wages as compared with
what we paid heretofore in our country’s
history and in comparison with the wages
and calaries paid the members of the
armed forces of other countries, we are
way above the top.

Of course I am glad to associate my-
self with the Senator’s remarks about
the necessity for taking care of the back-
bone of the Army and Navy, by giving
the right kind of salaries to the chief
petty officers and the sergeants in the
Aimy.
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Mr. HART. Mr. President, I will say
to the Senator from South Dakota, since
he has brought into the discussion my
former life, that in those circles it is fre-
quently said in connection with the er-
rors which have been made by the Gov-
ernment, and in which the Congress often
participates, that they lie in holding down
appropriations during peacetimes. Then
it is observed that the moment an emer-
gency arises the lid immediately flies off,
Congress takes the opposite course, and
says, “Well, here is all the money you
want; go ahead with it.” That has re-
peatedly happened.

I do not suppose that the Army and
the Navy have a very good reputation for
economy, and I can see why they do not
have. There have been many extrava-
gances, but it is unfair for anyone to
think that those who are in positions of
influence and who have authority to
make decisions in the armed services
of the United States never pay any re-
gard whatever to dollars. They do. In
the long run they know that, after all,
only about so many dollars are going to
be made available to put the armed forces
in a state of readiness for the common
defense and they do think over the prob-
lem of what is the best way in which to
spend these dollars; in other words, how
will they get their money’'s worth—in
what way will they get the most for their
money.

The Senator is quite correct in saying
that right now it must be true that those
in military command, in high places in
the armed services, are viewing the re-
cent action of this body in adding to the
bill half a billion dollars of pay which will
continue year after year, as a measure
which will eventually result in sacrifices
in some other respects.

Mr, WHERRY obtained the floor,

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado.
President——

Mr. WHERRY. I yield to the Senator
from Colorado.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yester-
day I asked the able Senator in charge
of the pending bill to accept an amend-
ment and take it to conference pertaining
to the reemployment of veterans. Since
yesterday Colonel Renfro, counsel for Se-
lective Training and Service, has sug-
gested language to perfect my amend-
ment, which is acceptable to me, and 1
hope is acceptable to the Senator from
South Dakota. I should like to call up
that amendment now pursuant to the
unanimous-consent agreement which
was entered a few minutes ago, and have
it acted upon.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk
will read the amendment offered by the
Senator from Colorado as modified.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In section T,
line 21, it is proposed to delete all provi-
sions of the section after the word “date”
and insert in lieu thereof the following:

One day prior to the date of the termina-
tion of the Selective Training and Service
Act of 1940, as amended, as herein or here-
after specified, all functions, responsibilities,
records, and balances of appropriations which
have been utilized or are available for use in
the administration of the functions of the
Personnel Division, established under sec-

Mr,
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tion 8 (g) of such act, of the Selective Serv-
jce System, shall be transferred to the Vet-
erans’ Employment Service of the United
States Employment Service,

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield.

Mr. GURNEY. I should like to state
that with the wording of the amendment
as just read I not only shall take it to
conference but I sincerely hope it will
be retained in conference, and I should
like to associate myself, if I may, with
the Senator from Colorado in offering
the amendment.

M, JOHNSON of Colorado. I shall
be very glad to have the Senator join
me in this amendment. Its purpose is
simply to protect the veterans’ rights for
employment and reemployment under
the Selective Training and Service Act.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Colo-
rado [Mr. JornsoN] as modified.

The amendment, as modified, was
agreed to.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, a par-
liamentary inauiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will state it.

Mr. WHERRY. There is no limitation
on the debate, is there?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
no limitation on debate.

BELACE MARKET IN MEAT

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, in a
few moments I expect to address myself
to the pending business at some length,
but prior to doing so I should like to call
to the attention of the Senate some-
thing about the black market in meat.
I do so at this particular time—and I
shall take only a few moments—for the
reason that some top-flight men have
gone before the Committee on Banking
and Currency and have requested that
price ceilings again be imposed upon
meat. I understand that a few days ago
the Committee on Banking and Currency
decided to take them off, but these men
have made their defense on the theory
that because of commitments made
abroad it is necessary to impose price
ceilings in this country, and possibly
rationing.

Mr. President, 5 or 6 weeks ago
on the floor of the Senate I called the
attention of the Members of this body
to the fact that nearly 80 percent of the
meat being sold to the ultimate consumer
originated and was distributed some-
where along the line through the black
market. At that time the statement
seemed like an exaggerated one, but be-
cause of the tremendous increase in
black-market meat, the Secretary of Ag-
riculture, Mr. Anderson, put in a new
program—~he called it a new control pro-
gram—with the idea that it might some-
how eliminate the black market. The
program resolved itself into again estab-
lishing meat quotas where the animals
are bought in the live markets, and he
said then that if that particular program
was not successful, he knew no other way
except to lift the ceilings and try an un-
controlled program as to meats.
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Nearly 6 weeks have elapsed, and I
wish to say to the Members of the Sen-
ate that the black market in meat is be-
coming worse and worse. It is now ap-
proaching the proportions of a national
scandal. If is costing American consum-
ers billions of dollars, for which Mr.
Bowles does not account when he testifies
before the committees and claims that
meat is being sold at the legitimate ceil-
ing prices.

It is causing a meat famine in many
consuming areas. I pass through the lit-
tle town of Presidential Gardens every
Friday morning, and see the cars lined
up to get meat. Last Friday morning I
think the procession was a mile in length,
which is an indication that the present
program is causing a meat famine in con-
suming areas.

This bootlegging, which has resulted in
an increase of illegal slaughterers from
less than 1,600 to more than 26,000, that
buy the animals and kill them in every
little market, noninspected, is not only a
black market to the consumer, but the
offal in hides, bones, and grease, and
huge quantities of valuable glands and
other materials, is wasted. It is a waste
which has not been taken into account
when the officials testified before. the
committees relative to ceiling prices. The
offal is the sole source of raw material
for many vital pharmaceutical products.
The black market is causing widespread
unemployment. A large percentage of
black-market meat, under Federal in-
spection standards, is wholly unfit for
human consumption, and is a serious
threat to the public health.

Mr. President, none of those facts is
brought out, apparently, when Mr.
Bowles appears before the committee
and testifies that the only way to con-
trol prices is by Federal price control.
We are out of control, 80 percent of the
meat going black market, and, in addi-
tion to that, there is all this waste of
the offal which we so badly need not
only for chemical supplies, but for 101
other uses. It is an absolute waste, be-
cause the animals are killed in the small
packing plants, or slaughterhouses,
which are black market, which will not
even let the people know they are killing.
Therefore the offal is not sold, but is
wasted.

Today, OPA price ceilings on meat are
simply a pure fiction. Enforcement has
completely broken down, and, in spite
of everything OPA has been able to do,
the black market continues to grow
steadily.

I wish now to quote what Secretary
Anderson testified before the Senate
Committee on Banking and Currency on
May 1, 1946. He gave this testimony in
answer to a question propounded by the
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY],
the distinguished majority leader. This
is the question asked by the Senator
from EKentucky:

Senator BARKLEY. These statements that
come to me all head up to the suggestion
finally that the way to cure this whole situa-
tion in meat is to take off all controls and
ceilings, on the theory that meat might run
up for 30 days in price, but it would level off,
s0 that there would not be any of this arti-
ficial situation. I do not know whether that
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is the answer or not. I am seeking the an-
swWer.

That is the end of the indirect ques-
tion propounded by the Senator from
Kentucky to the Secretary of Agriculture,
Clinton Anderson. This is the reply of
the Secretary of Agriculture:

Mr, ANpERSON. Well, Senator, if I may, I
would say to you that there have been many
times when I have debated with myself very
seriously as to whether or not the removal of
many of these controls on meat might not be
a good thing In view of the surplus population
of our ranches,

He means the population of cattle. By
the way, there are more than 10,000,000
more cattle on the ranches and on the
farms of the United States now than in
any other year of the 10 years preceding
1941. So there is a surplus of cattle.
The total cattle population is only about
85,000,000. More than one-half of them
are beef cattle, and this surplus popula-
tion is mostly out in the areas of beef
cattle. That is what the Secretary means
when he says, “I would say to you that
there have been many times when I have
debated with myself very seriously as to
whether or not the removal of many of
these controls on meat might not be a
good thing in view of the surplus popu-
lation of our ranches.”

He continued:

I would say that about as far as I have been
able to persuade myself to go is to regard this
present period when we are trying to reestab-
lish slaughter controls as about the last effort
to see if it will work. If with slaughter con-
trols and with the increased force that OPA
is now putting on this we are not able to
direct these cattle back into decent channels,
if we are not able to persuade people that
they have got to buy in compliance, and if
we are not able to get food for the American
people at decent prices, then we surely ought
to try something else; and the only other

“something else” is an abandonment of these
controls.

That is the answer of Secretary Ander-
son.

Mr. President, what about this 5 or 6
weeks of control, this new control order
the Secretary put into effect to correct
the situation he was discussing when he
answered the Senator from Kentucky
nearly 5 or 6 weeks ago?

They instituted a program, but the
latest program is not stopping the black
market,

In fact, after 5 weeks of guotas, more
and more cattle are going over the hill
in the black market.

As shown by the table I have before
me, for the week ending June 1, 1946,
10 national packers who, prior to OPA,
handled more than three-fourths of all
federally inspected cattle, slaughtered
only 29,274, or 26 percent—a smaller per-
centage than the first week before the
control order was made effective about 5
weeks ago.

Remember that these 10 nationally
operated packing plants, with all the em-
ployment they had, which killed three-
fourths of the cattle prior to OPA days,
the first week in June slaughtered only
26 percent of the three-fourths kill they
slaughtered before the war.

The following is the percentage of
slaughter of 10 representative meat
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packers located in all parts of the Na-
tion compared to United States federally
inspected slaughter: _

1946 1045 1941
Week ending A
Number of ﬂread 42,683 | 116, 750 | 142,013
Percent of total fed-
erally inspeected
<lnurf'hlm' .............. 20.4 50.8 6.4
Week ending May 4:
Number of head_._ 58,169 | 123, 152 | 149, 908
Percent of total feder-
u]ly inspected slaugh-
A 36.7 522 750
Week nndmg May 11
Number of head _. 57,697 | 111, 599 | 161,311
Percent of total feder-
nlly inspected slaugh-
..................... 35.2 5.0 76.0
Week c‘ndmg May 18:
Number of head 51,723 | 115, 247 | 157,335
Percent of total feder-
ally inspected slsugh-
ter. age Ol 325 48,6 724
Week ending May 25:
Number of head__ 44, 518 | 119, 860 | 140, 282
Percent of total feder-
ally inspected slaugh
s e 2.5 49.1 3.2
Week endmg June 1:
Number of head_..._.__| 20,274 | 103,021 | 139, 448
Percent of total feder-
ally inspected slangh-
- SRR S s AP 26.1 49.8 3.7

So it will be seen that by the end of
the first week of June, under the new
control program, the cattle killed had
fallen to 26.1 percent, which is less than
it was at the end of the last week in
April, before the control program was
put into effect.

That, Mr. President, is concrete evi-
dence—indisputable, unanswerable evi-
dence—that the last program which Mr.
Anderson was to try before he removed
price controls entirely has failed, and if
we are to take his recommendation and
advice the only thing for the Senate
Banking and Currency Committee to do
is to stand by its original amendment,
and remove the control of prices from
meat, and I think it should also remove
the control of prices from milk and dairy
products.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. WHERRY. I yield.

Mr., TAFT. The Senator from Ne-
braska may be interested to know that
the Committee on Banking and Currency
this morning on a motion to reconsider
the vote by which meat and dairy prod-
ucts were decontrolled voted against the
motion to reconsider by a vote of, I think,
10 to 7, which was a somewhat larger
majority than the last time the question
came up. So the Senator’s advice to the
committee has already been followed.

Mr. WHERRY, I thank the distin-
guished Senator from Ohio for his state-
ment. I am not a member of the Bank-
ing and Currency Committee. My work
has been largely upon the Small Business
Committee. I think both committees
have worked strenuously for many
months to attempt at least to have a
irial made of removal of control over
meat prices. I do not see why we can-
not try to decontrol one commodity and
see what the result will be. I am glad
to know of the favorable action of the
Committee on Banking and Currency.
That is the first time that committee has
given us such favorable action, and I
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appreciate the information given the
Senate by the Senator from Ohio,

After 5 weeks of the new control order,
and increased enforcement activities,
practically all cattle are being sold
openly at illegal bootleg prices, even on
the public markets, and the OPA is
wholly impotent to do anything about it.
For example, on Tuesday, June 4, ap-
proximately 14,000 slaughter cattle were
sold on the Chicago market. The aver-
age price paid for Choice cattle was
$17.52 per hundred. That is 52 cents per
hundred above the maximum price al-
lowed in the Vinson directive, so it is over
the ceiling price. On Good to Choice cat-
tle the average price on that markef
reached $16.80 per hundred. That is
$1.05 above the maximum ceiling price.
For the commercial grades—that is, the
B class of cattle—the average price was
$15.48 a hundred, or $2.48 per hundred
above the maximum ceiling price. That,
Mr. President, is the meat which most of
cur people in the low-income brackets
have to buy. If we figure it out by per-
centages we will find whether we are
maintaining the ceiling which Mr.
Bowles talks about. For Utility cattle—
that is, the kind from which canned
meats come—the average price was $13.53
per hundredweight, or $2.53 above the
maximum ceiling price. The average
price of all steers of all grades was $17.02
per hundredweight, or 2 cents per hun-
dredweight above the maximum ceiling
price for Choice steers.

It is not strange that legitimate
slaughterers are unable to buy enough
cattle to keep their plants operating a
few hours per week. The bootleggers
buy all of the cattle at illegal prices.
For example, one of the large national
packers, on June 4, notwithstanding that
they were ready and willing to buy sev-
eral thousand head and their buyers were
actively bidding at all the following
markets—and get this—out of receipts
of 14,000 cattle, at Chicago were able to
purchase 7; out of 9,500 at Kansas City
were able to purchase only 3; out of 12,-
000 in Omaha were able to purchase only
135; out of 2,400 at Oklahoma City were
able to purchase 18; out of 10,000 in
Sioux City were able to purchase none;
57 cattle were purchased at Cedar Rap-
ids; 28 cattle at Albert Lea; 156 cattle
at Los Angeles; 26 cattle at Sioux Falls;
nothing at Fargo; nothing at St. Paul;
nothing at Peoria; nothing at Denver.
The total buy for that day at all plants,
430 cattle.

This company, in the Chicago market,
with 15 active buyers on the market, was
able to purchase only 7 head out of 14,000
cattle sold.

These facts are fully known to the
Office of Price Administration, the Office
of Economic Stahilization, and the De-
partment of Agriculture. It is obvious, if
anything is to be done to correct this
scandalous condition, the Congress is
going to have to do it.

This news should be heralded around
the whole country. All this is due to the
pricing system. It comes about by rea-
son of the rigid pricing system which has
been put into effect in direct contradic-
tion to the testimony of all those who are
interested, all those who have the eco-
nomic welfare of the country at heart.
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All this is having a tremendous impact
upon our own economy. Think of the
tremendous amount of employment in
the 15 or 20 plants involved, whose em-
ployees are thrown out of work because
the plants did not receive cattle for
slaughter.

I hope that when the Banking and
Currency Committee reports the bill
dealing with the extension of OPA, as the
committee will with the amendment in-
cluded in it which has been mentioned
by the distinguished Senator from Ohio,
the Senate will take the price ceiling off
of meat. Such action will permit the free
flow of the 10,000,000 surplus beef cattle
that are now not being fed because the
feeders cannot feed them at the present
price ceilings; it will permit them to flow
in an orderly fashion through the
markets, into the feed lots of the coun-
try and back again to the markets, and
finally to the consumers’ tables. If that
is done, it will result in a plentiful supply
of meat; the price will be reduced to the
level at which it should be, because there
will be maximum production. Maxi-
mum production is the only way to cure
inflation and to decrease prices. Sec-
ondly, the meat will come through the
legitimate markets, where Federal in-
spection is had. It will prevent the waste
of thousands of head of cattle, the loss
of tankage and the various other losses
of which I have spoken. Moreover, it will
bring about a more wholesome respect
for law than exists today because of the
widespread extent of black markets.
The black market in meat is the most
widespread black market in commodities
that I know of. The only way to kill the
black market is fo remove price control
from meat and have a free flow of meat
through the legitimate markets.

Mr. BRIDGES,. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, WHERRY, I yield.

Mr. BRIDGES. I think the Senator
from Nebraska has been making a very
important contribution in the light of a
great pending emergency in this country
in respect to the feed situation, partic-
ularly as it affects the production of
meat. I have just returned from New
England, where the people are facing ex-
treme conditions, I have been told that
in some instances it has been as long as
9 weeks since stores have had 1 pound
of meat for their customers. In New
England we have meat lines. Now we also
have bread lines. I never expected to live
to see the day in America when people
would be fighting for meat and for bread.
I never expected to live to see the day
when people would be fighting with each
other, tearing each other’s hair in bread
lines. It is due to malmanagement, and
groups of governmental departments and
organizations working exacfly at cross
purposes with each other, and with no
defined policy.

Mr. WHERRY. I thank the distin-
guished Senator from New Hampshire
for his contribution. It emphasizes that
not only is this situation true in Ne-
braska and other Midwestern States,
but that the problem is nation-wide. The
bread lines and meat lines which he men-
tioned have also occurred in my section
of the country, where we produce meat,
The results are national in scope.
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Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. WHERRY. I yield to the Senator
from North Dakota.

Mr. LANGER. Last week I was in
North Dskota, in the middle of the Red
River Valley. As the Senator from Ne-
braska knows, that section is known as
the bread basket of the world, We could
not obtain flour or meat. I was in the
town of St. Thomas, where the American
Legion was having a dinner. It could
not obtain bread. That is the situation
in that section of the Nation.

Mr, WHERRY. I thank the distin-
guished Senator from North Dakota for
his contribution. It shows the wide-
spread results of the price-fixing pro-
gram.

Mr, BRIDGES, Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. WHERRY. 1 yield.

Mr. BRIDGES. I point out to the Sen-
ator that the situation is growing so
serious that people are becoming angry
and desperate as they face a vital need
for meat, fat products, butter, or butter
substitutes in their diets. I am also in-
formed that for the first time druggists
are now facing the impossibility of pro-
curing needed medicines, because of the
lack of cattle going through the big
slaughtering plants for legitimate slaugh-
ter. Many persons who are suffering
from diabetés or other major diseases
today cannot obtain medicines to keep
themselves alive. This is the result of
the black market in meat.

Mr. WHERRY. The statement made
by the distinguished Senator corrobo-
rates what I said earlier in my remarks.
Operators of bootleg, mushroom, non-
federally inspected packing plants
which have grown up wish to hide their
black-market operations. They do not
even apply for the subsidy. No attempt
is made to market the offal. In fact,
they must hide it or they may be caught.
The remarks of the distinguished Sena-
tor from New Hampshire corroborate
what I say, that in addition to the loss
in price, there is a loss because of the
waste of the offal, containing the glands
from which the medicines referred to by
the distinguished Senator must come.
The shortage is becoming acute.

I have received a message from South
Carolina informing me that there is
likely to be a wholesale break-down of
law. The people are determined to have
meat, and will slaughter their own cattle
if necessary. When the situation
reaches such a point, it is time for the
Congress of the United States to assert
itself. I only hope that when the OPA
bill comes before us the membership of
the Senate will have enough courage
to take the initiative and direct the
agencies downtown to get together on a
program which will provide meat at
prices which the people can afford to
pay, and under condifions which will
permit us to obtain full value from the
offal from the animals which are slaugh-
tered in our great markets.

Mr. BRIDGES. Leadership must
come from somewhere. Today all the
leadership in the executive departments:
in Washington is a bewildered, double-
dealing, confused leadership which is
failing to produce any really construc-
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tive program which will provide either
bread for every-day use, or meat, but-
ter, or butter substitutes, which are so
badly needed by our people. When
other leadership falls down completely,
Congress is forced to assume leadership.

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct. I
thank the distinguished Senator, and I
know that he would like to have me
thank the distinguished Senator from
North Dakota for his contribution.

The Senator from New Hampshire has
referred to the confused leadership. In
my judgment that expression defines the
present situation in which we find our-
selves. The distinguished Senator from
New Hampshire has been a Member of
the Senate for many years, and has pro-
vided real leadership on this side of the
aisle., I wish to say to him that when
the OPA hill comes before us it will be
time for Congress to assert its leader-
ship. 1T shall be glad to work alongside
the distinguished Senator in an effort
to obtain constructive relief,

EXTENSION OF BSELECTIVE TRAINING
AND SERVICE ACT OF 1940

The Senate resumed consideration of
the bill (8. 2057) to extend the Sclective
Training and Service Act of 1940, as
amended, until May 15, 1947, and for
other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the modified
amendment offered by the Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. REVERcoMEB] for him-
self and other Senators, in the nature of
a substitute for Senate bill 2057.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr, President, I now
turn to the pending question.

As a cosponsor of the pending amend-
ment, along with the Senator from West
Virginia, I wish to compliment the Sen-
ator not only for the provision which has
been drafted, but for his position.

Briefly, there is very little difference
bhetween the pending amendment and the
committee bill, with the exception of the
proposal to suspend the inductions.

I am in favor of having an Army of a
size necessary to meet our needs. I
wish the distinguished Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. GURNEY] to know
that, I have served with him on the
Committee on Appropriations, and have
followed his guidance. He has done a
remarkable job. His judgment and abil-
ity are respected on both sides of the
aisle. I dislike to disagree with the able
leadership of the Senator from South
Dakota; but I have a deep feeling about
drafting an Army, especially in peace-
time. I believe that the way to obtain
an Army is through the voluntary sys-
tem. I have always had that convic-
tion. :

I was impressed by the answer given
by certain Senators today relative to the
scale of pay which we have provided for
members of the volunteer Army. They
feel that after a while wages will increase,
and the pay which we are proposing for
those who go into the Army will not be
sufficient, That is further justification
for the argument that we should not in-
duct men into the Army if they cannot
live in the Army at the pay which they
receive, We should increase the pay in
the Army to such a level that those in
the Army can live upon it.
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It seems to me to be a sad commentary
on our present system when those who
now advocate induction say that that is
the best way to raise an Army, because it
would cost less than if the Army were
raised on a volunteer basis. The argu-
ment is that in the future, if wages in-
crease, the present rates of pay in the
Army will not be sufficient, and therefore
the only way we can assure ourselves of
an Army is through the draft. It seems
to me that that is a sad commentary
upon the way we are discharging the
debt which we owe to those who died for
their country, and who volunteered for
the service in order to make it a career.

Last night I was at a nearby fort. I
wished to talk with some of the boys who
reenlisted in the Army. I talked with a
top sergeant who told me that he knew
of 14 men who had been mustered out
of the Army who would be only too glad
to reenlist if the bill providing increased
pay for volunteers were enacted. That
is the best kind of evidence, because it
reflects the sentiments of the boys who
would like to reenlist in the Army.

Mr. President, I feel that the argu-
ments presented by the distinguished
Senator from West Virginia are un-
answerable. The substitute amendment
gives the Army what it asks in numbers.
I wish to go along with the Army in what-
ever estimates it makes as to its needs,

The figures given by the distinguished
Senator from West Virginia clearly show
that even without provision for increased
pay we are ahead of schedule so far as
volunteers are concerned. I believe that
no one will dispute the statement that
a volunteer Army of 1,500,000 would be
preferable to a conseript Army of the
same size. I endorse that statement
without reservation.

When the pay schedule in the so-called
Johnson-La Follette amendment goes in-
to effect, those now in the service will
receive increased pay, and many boys
who could not afford to go into the Army,
and who, as the Senator from Colorado
[Mr. Jounson] pointed out, accept un-
employment pay rather than go into the
Army, will go back into the Army. I
believe that there will be no difficulty in
raising an Army of sufficient size. There
will be a sufficient number of volunteers
to constitute an Army of 1,500,000, and
we can bring back all the boys who
have been inducted and who have served
18 months overseas.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, WHERRY. I yield.

Mr. LANGER. Corroborating what the
distinguished Senator has said, I invite
attention to the testimony of Philip La
Follette, former Governor of Wisconsin,
who served under General MacArthur,
He testified before the committee that
the pay should be at least $100 a month
for a private.

I also invite attention to the statement
of former Senator Bennett Champ Clark,
the first commander of the American
Legion. He agreed that the pay should
be at least $100 a month. In my judg-
ment, the Johnson-La Follette amend-
ment still leaves the pay too low.

I certainly am much pleased to see
the distinguished Senator from Nebraska
back up this amendment so vigorously.
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Mr. WHERRY. Mr, President, I thank
the Senator.

Inasmuch as the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. Morse] is also very vitally interested
in this measure, I should like to say to
him that if the Senate had adopted the
provision he introduced nearly a year
ago for an increase in pay, we probably
would not find ourselves now in the sit-
uation we are in. I am satisfied that if
we had taken that action, we would now
find the volunteers coming into the
service in numbers far ahead of the
schedule. It is regrettable that some
of us whose opinions were different from
those of the Senator from Oregon did
not support that proposal for an in-
crease in pay. I am convinced that we
need a volunteer Army, and that the
way to get it is to make service in the
armed forces sufficiently attractive.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. WHERRY. I yield.

Mr. MORSE. I eppreciate the Sen-
ator’s kind words. I wish to say that I
feel we are going a long way toward set-
ting up a volunteer Army. I regret that
I cannot find myself in complete agree-
ment with the Senator from Nebraska on
the question of how best to secure a
volunteer Army, but I am in agreement
with him that we should put the Army on
a voluntary basis as soon as possible.

Mr. WHERRY. I thank the Senator.

Mr. President, the distinguished Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr, BYrp] has pointed
out that the people of America need to
be told the truth concerning the reasons
why the extension of the Selective Service
System is now being demanded by the
administration. He made a powerful
statement. To my knowledge I think
it is the first time that such a conecrete
and forceful statement has been made
relative to the proposal to extend the
draft.

The reasons why the administration
now is demanding that the draft system
be extended are perfectly obvious. Some-
thing terrible has happened fo the highly
touted wartime unity of the Big Three
upon which was based every promise and
every hope of peace in the postwar world.
Let us remember that the Axis nations
have been completely destroyed and that,
in spite of all the propaganda to the con-
trary, the neutral nations are unable to
threaten another world war.

For instance, on May 22, 1846, our own
State Department finally admitted that—

The Spanish economy in itself is totally
inadequate for waging war, either offensively
or defensively, against a major power.

Among the remaining non-English-
speaking nations we find that their
cities are devastated. I saw that at first
hand. We find that their people are
physically exhausted. I saw that at
first hand. We find that their econo-
mies are bankrupt, I think, with one ex-
ception, and that one exception is
Russia.

Mr. President, let us be perfectly
frank. Russia is the major reason why
the present administration, I think, is
demanding an extension of the selective-
service law. I can draw no other con-
clusion from the public utterances of the
most outspoken supporters of the ad-
ministration’s foreign policy and the



6330

strongest friends of Russia in America.
Where once there was the optimistic
hope of understanding and cooperation
between Russia and the western democ-
racies, there is now only disillusionment
bordering on despair.

Maj. George Fielding Eliot now admits
that—

While we thought the war was going to
bring us peace and hope, it has brought us
only fear and suffering.

Mr. Harold Stassen, a world-order
enthusiast, now warns us that relations
among the Big Three have become so
strained that we must never permit the
veto power to be used by Russia “to ex-
cuse an act of aggression” or to excuse
the other members of the Security Coun-
cil “from enforcing the solemn obliga-
tions of the Charter.” I have quoted his
own words.

Mr. Averell Harriman, recently retired
Ambassador to the Soviet Union, now
admits his disappointment and concern
over Russia’s flagrant violations of her
pledged word.

Secretary Henry Wallace, another
world-order enthusiast, recently told the
American Society for Russian Relief that
Russia cannot ride roughshod over east-
ern Europe and get away with it.

On May 10, 1946, the Washington Post,
one of our great internationalist news-
papers, and up until very recently one
of the strongest defenders of Russia’s ag-
g;eision. finally admitted in an editorial

at:

We are faced today with a condition, not a
theory. The condition is not that Britain
and Russia are preparing for war, but that
Russia will not make peace. What our angel
of peace is afraid of is, bluntly, Russian ag-
gression. Only Russia has the might and the

(her armies in Europe are all poised
for battle) to break the peace.

These men, many of whom supported
the political, secret commitments
throughout the war at Moscow, Teheran,
Yalta, and Potsdam, and who sold the
American people the philosophy of
enforcing—at any price—the peace on
which the United Nation’s Organization
is based—and I voted for it—are now
confronted with the staggering prospect
of enforcing the peace, against Russia.
This means that the fear of Russia is
the primary reason for the extension of
selective service now being demanded by
the present administration.

More than one Senator has said on the
floor of the Senate, “We want this for
insurance.” It is to be insurance
against what, Mr. President? Cer-
tainly the Army that General Eisen-
hower is asking for will number only
1,500,000 men, and we are going to get
it the volunteer way if the volunteer
system is given a chance.

A second reason for the demand for
extension of selective service lies in the
nature of the war-breeding secret
commitments this administration seeks
to enforce. These political commit-
ments have torn the world in two, and
have left Russia in control of conquests
that outrank the greatest conquests in
history. I saw it with my own eyes.
The old balance of power is gone. Any
hope of restoring or reviving it, on the
basis of our present policies, is sheer
illusion. We have left Russia, as I have
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said on so many other occasions, in con-
trol of the heart lands of the economic
resources of both Europe and Asia, but
with a minimum of their populations. On
the other hand, the United States has
been left with the permanent deficit
economies of what is left of the rest of
the world, outside of the Russian sphere.

By the atrocious Morgenthau plan for
Germany, we have set in motion the
forces of our own destruction. Our
highest-ranking military men, both in
Britain and the United States, are now
aghast at the terrifying prospect which
the Morgenthau plan has drawn up for
the future in Europe. I saw it, and I wish
to say that I commend and endorse what
some of the high-ranking military men
have said about a continuance of the
Morgenthau plan in Europe.

At this very moment we are parties
to mass deportations, mass starvation,
and a suicidal destruction of the facil-
ities for mass production of even peace-
time goods, without which not only
Germany and Austria but the whole of
Europe are doomed to a future of un-
measurable suffering and degradation.

Mr. President, I just came from the
food conference that is being held by the
Small Business Committee, and I wish
to state that we are going to be called
upon to scrape the bottom of the barrel,
not only this year and next year, but
for years to come, if the Morgenthau
plan is confinued in operation upon the
100,000,000 people of Central Europe
upon whom it is now being pressed.
There is simply no chance for them to
make a living or to sustain themselves
under such a system.

Mr. Walter Lippmann has now ad-
mitted, upon his recent return from Ger-
many, that:

No one, least of all the Russians them-
selves, believes that the political frontier
between them and the British can be sta-
bilized where it now is.

This is the reason why every statesman in
Europe has it in the back of his mind as his
ultimate controlling assumption that he
must act as if there were going to be a war
between Britain and Russia, which will in-
volve all the other nations.

On May 21, Gen. Joseph T. McNarney,
American military governor of the
American zone in Germany, according
to the New York Herald Tribune—

Painted the gloomiest picture of Ger-
many's future since the occupation began
ayearago * * * The gravest note struck
at his press conference was the admission
that instead of economically united Ger-
many, as called for at Potsdam. The coun-
try may solidify permanently into separate
zones,

On May 31, 1946, General Marshall
delivered a grim Memorial Day speech
in Nanking, China.

The speech he made on that occasion
has been described as follows:

His misslon to halt the development of
one of the most tragic situations in history
and terminate clvil strife among a people
Wwho already endured 8 years of war, is being
retarded by suspicion, hate, and bitterness.
The general went on to warn that China was
*“trembling on the verge of an even greater
calamity than World War IL.”

On May 22, 1946, Mr. Sumner Welles,
after having warned the American peo-
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ple that a catastrophe is in the making,
continued as follows:

From Cairo to Tokyo, the eastern world is
seething. All constituted authority, whether
alien or national, has been gravely weakened
during the past 7 years. The economic dis-
locations resulting from the war, culminat-
ing with the present famine, intensify the
trend toward mass unrest, toward revolt,
and toward eventual anarchy.

There is no question that these brutal
secret agreements do not constitute the
second reason for this administration de-
manding the extension of selective
service.

The third reason for the extension of
the selective service has already been
admitted by the President. He intends
to use the extension of selective service
as a spearhead of a movement to saddle
upon the American people universal
peacetime conscription for the first time
in our history.

I should like to answer those who say
that the pending bill is not an assurance
of universal conscription in the United
States. That is what the extension of
the draft act really means.

Mr. President, I am convinced that
America now stands at the cross roads of
the future. Down one road lies the in-
evitability of an atomic war. Down the
second road lies the chance that such a
war may be averted through an all-out
peace offensive.

I am further convinced that the exten-
sion of selective service and the continua-
tion of a conscript Army by the United
States will lead us down the first road to
an atomic war. If we put this requested
power in the hands of those who have
handled such power already, and they
carry out our present war-breeding com-
mitments, it will take us down the road
to an atomic war.

The continuation of selective service,
and, eventually, of universal military
conscription, will continue to force the
Army to serve as the whipping boy of
the policy makers within this adminis-
tration who, up to this point, have been
unwilling or unable to use any other
method than force for the restoration of
peace,

Mr. President, the Army does not
establish our foreign policy. I heard
General Eisenhower, for whom I have the
greatest respect, testify that the Army is
told what lands must be occupied, what
the policies are, and then the Army is
fitted into the pattern. Our foreign
policy is made in the State Department.
‘When an order is given to occupy certain
territories the head of the Army knows
the number and kind of Army personnel
which will be required to occupy the ter-
ritories, and upon that basis he estimates
the military requirements. At this mo-
ment the Army is being used as a whip-
ping boy for policy-making circles in this
Government.

Is it not significant that the policy
makers of this administration have not
yet made any attempt formally to end
this war, or to repudiate the war-breed-
ing commitments which are breeding
even greater confusion, conflict, and suf-
fering with every hour that passes, or to
champion the return to sane, peacetime
processes such as the universal abolition
of conscription, and progressive multi-
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lateral disarmament? The policy makers
have not yet begun to direct our re-
sources into the staggering task of re-
building a shattered world on the basis
of peacetime reconstruction. Instead,
Mr. President, this administration is ex-
erting such pressure on the War Depart-
ment as to cause a complete state of
confusion in Congress and in the minds
of the American people, even concerning
the necessity of the extension of selective
service in order to meet our military
requirements of 1,500,000 men by July 1,
1946, and 1,070,000 men by July 1, 1947,

For example, the Army, in attempting
to carry out this administration policy,
has stated that the voluntary enlistments
are caused entirely, or almost entirely,
by the draft. On March 28 General Her-
shey told the Senate Military Affairs
Commitee:

Inasmuch as the enlistments from civilian
life are almost entlrely made either from
persons who are liable or who are about to
become liable for military service under the
provisions of the Selective Service Act, I am
of the opinion that termination of the act
will seriously affect the recruiting program.

That, Mr. President, is the kind of
propaganda that has been spread. But,
according to the New York Times of
March 14, 1946, Maj. Gen. Edward F.
Witsell, Adjutant General of the United
States Army, reveals that:

Analysis of the figures shows that most of
the men are veterans, Of those enlisted,
67.07 percent served in the Army of the
United States during the war; 14.23 percent
had served in the Regular Army hefore the
war; and 18.7 percent are young men, mostly
17- and 18-year-olds. (New York Times,
March 14, 1946.)

In other words, not more than about
18 percent are enlisting to avoid the
draft. And if the Army's statement is
correct, how does the Army explain away
the fact that about 53 percent of all those
who enlist volunteer for a 3-year period?
If they were enlisting to ezcape the draft
or to limit their period of service, they
would have volunteered either for a
1-year or 18-month term. I invite the
attention of the Members of the Senate
to that fact. Of all those who enlist, 53
percent do not enlist for 18 months or a
shorter period; they enlist for 3 years.
If we give an increase in pay to those
men we will not have trouble in develop-
ing a volunteer Army for the United
States.

A second example of this kind of con-
tradiction is contained in the following
analysis of the War Department’s claims
concerning the rate of volunteer enlist-
ments, The War Department has stated
that its volunteer rate is declining and
that it therefore needs a draft. Secre-
tary of War Patterson, in the Senate
Military Affairs Committee hearings (p.
130), spoke of the declining recruiting
figures. In the House hearings Secrefary
Patterson, on March 21, said:

According to our best estimates we should
get an average of 30,000 volunteer enlist-
ments per month for the last 6 months of
1946 and 20,000 volunteer enlistments per
month for 1947 if the Selective Service Act
is not continued.

But a member of the Military Affairs
Committee of the House, Representative
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CHARLES CLasoN, on April 13 told the
House of Representatives:

As for the number that enlisted in March,
there were 73,489, and there has not been any
lessening in the number of persons who were
trying to enlist. In other words, just as
many are going to the recruiting stations,
but the Army has ralsed the standards from
59 to 70. I am told that before the Army
raised the standards only one out of seven
persons was rejected; now three out of seven
persons are rejected. That accounts for the
apparent falling off in enlistments,

And when the Senator from Tennessee
[Mr, STEwarT], in the Senate hearings—
page 257—asked whether the higher test
was applied to draftees as well as volun-
teers, General Paul stated that it had not
been applied to drafted men. In other
words, the same tests had not been ap-
plied to drafted men which were applied
to those who wished to enlist in the Army.
General Paul did not add that during
April the selective service standards had
been lowered in order to take men pre-
viously deferred as IV-F.

Moreover, the Senator from Utah [Mr.
THoMAs], in commenting on the declin-
ing volunteer rate, said to Generals Eis-
enhower and Paul—page 259 of Senate
hearings:

Comparative statistics are no good if you
change any of the rules in regard to the sta-
tistics, * * * If, for instance, the number
is changed something like 10 percent, then
it is improper to come and say there is a
falling off. We know that 10 percent falling
off has come about as a result of your own
action. h

Furthermore, as of April 30, 1946, the
volunteer enlistments totaled 736,590,
With 1 month yet to go, the enlistments
are ahead of schedule, since the War De-
partment expected only §00,000 by July 1,
1946. If pay increases such as have al-
ready passed the House are granted to
soldiers, an even higher volunteer rate
is expected.

That is the guaranty, the best guar-
anty there is, that we will have an Army
of volunteers who want to make a career,
who will make the kind of an Army the
military can use to the best advantage, in
place of a group of inductees, many of
whom are inducted as young teen-agers,
who, in my opinion, should continue at
school, and if they want to make the
Army a career, they should go into it as
volunteers, which is the traditional
American way.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. WHERRY. I yield to the Senator
from North Dakota.

Mr. LANGER. I wish to compliment
the Senator on making one of the greatest
speeches I have heard on the Senate floor
during the 51 years I have been a Mem-
ber of the Senate.

Let me say to the Senator that there
is no draffing in Mexico, there is no draft-
ing in any country of South America,
there is no drafting anywhere on earth
so far as I can ascertain, except in Eng-
land and the United States, and possibly
in Russia. There is not even drafting in
Canada. I certainly compliment the
Senator for bringing so forcefully to the
attention of the American people that we
are departing from the American way of
life if we pass the bill,
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Mr. WHERRY. I thank the dis-
tinguished Senator from North Dakota,
I very much appreciate his remarks.

In the second place, the extension of
all the wartime powers implicit in the
Selective Service Act seems destined to
be used as a substitute for real peace prin-
ciples and actions, without which war is
rapidly becoming inevitable.

As an excuse for a failure to change
our present suicidal policy, the extension
of these war powers into every adminis-
trative office through every area of our
economy, and into every home in the
land, will continue the blundering evasion
of the real issues we confront, and bring
to a head the conflict now brewing
through a sheer refusal to take a stand
one way or the other.

It will affect our country.
commitments will affect us. If it is the
draft, it means taking the boys of
America. If it is a commitment to the
British loan, it means that we are going
to make a political gift to England, and
political loans to other countries, which
will mean an impact upon our economy,
because the taxpayers will have to pay
the loan, It is not an economic loan, it
is a gift, and it will have a tremendous
effect on our economy.

Take any of these commiiments. Take
the commitment as to food we are mak-
ing today. It is significant to recall that
as we make these commitments, and
scrape the bottom of the barrel, it is hav-
ing a tremendous effect on the economy
of the United States.

One has only to recall how during the
war the demand was insistently made
that this power and control over life and
death of the American people extended
to a demand for compulsory labor bills,
for the extension of the draft to include
nurses, and women, and all the able-
bodied men in this country. I am not
willing to give these forces a new lease of
life in America in time of peace.

I shall oppose the committee’s pro-
posal, but shall support, as a cosponsor,
to the very best of my ability, the Rever-
comb amendment, which I think pro-
vides the solution to the present military
needs, which I am perfectly willing to
supply through the volunteer system.

Furthermore, on the basis of our pres-
ent international policy, the extension of
these war powers in the hands of this
administration would be the last step
necessary to set in motion the forces
which would destroy our way of life from
within,

We have already surrendered congres-
sional power to declare war. We now
have nothing to say about declaring war.
We have given authority in advance to
the President.

We have also surrendered the greater
part of our treaty-making power. I
suggest to Senators that they read the
minority report by the distinguished
minority leader, the Senator from Maine
[Mr. Wartel, which he has already filed,
having to do with the St. Lawrence
waterway. Read that report, because
to a great extent it shows that we have
surrendered the treaty-making powers of
the Congress, and now are depending
upon executive agreements to control the
economy and the lives of the American

All these
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people. I am not willing to extend, es-
pecially in peacetime, powers which af-
fect the very freedom of our American
life, which I came to the Senate to sup-
port and to defend.

We have already surrendered the
power of Congress to negotiate reciprocal
trade agreements.

We are already heading into an era of
governmental international pump-prim-
ing finance.

We are over our heads in food commit-
ments, which can never be met, unless
we follow Under Secretary Acheson’s ad-
vice to go take our foed supplies at their
source. We have already taken 25 per-
cent of the 1946 wheat crop under that
theory of “go take.”

I am unwilling to sanction an exten-
sion of the present war powers implicit in
the Selective Service Act which would
permit the savage external commitments
we have already made to transform our
American way of life into a totalitarian
society from within. I am not ready to
go that far.

Certainly the advocates of the exten-
sion of selective service cannot defend
the thesis that an Army of 1,070,000 men
by July 1, 1947, will back up American
diplomats or American foreign policy in-
sofar as Russia is concerned. History
already reveals that when our military
strength was greatest American states-
men agreed to some of the greatest polit-
ical betrayals in history.

Even for the purposes of occupation
of ex-enemy countries or for policing the
world the peacetime draftees which
would be made available to the American
Army through the extension of se-
lective service are admittedly a greater
liability than asset.

On May 5, 1946, even Brig. Gen. Julius
Ocha Adler, vice president and general
manager of the New York Times, wrote
for the Times over his signature:

Another fairly obvious mistake was appar-
ent in shipping to the United States zones
of occupation the newest, rawest, and young-
est soldlers taken in the latter draft.

“They are comparative babies,” General
Adler sald. “The few remalining combat vet-
erans who are still in the occupied areas—
the soldiers whose ages range from, say 24 to
28 or 27 years, stated this quite bluntly.
They pointed out that the new drafts from
the United States were too young to make
a gOOd Impresslun on our enemies, Natlves
display, more or less openly, their contempt
for the teen-agers who have replaced the
combat-hardened men.”

I do not want the position I have taken
in any way interpreted as meaning that
I do not recognize the seriousness of the
crisis before us, or that I am maintaining
we do not need an army to deal with
that crisis. I do recognize it, and I have
tried to point out in clear terms what the
issue in this country is. I believe we do
need an army, that we need to remain
strong to defend ourselves and our vital
interests. I shall be glad on the floor of
the Senate to support such an army, and
I shall support it in the Committee on
Appropriations, where the support really
counts. I am in favor of giving the mili-
tary any sized army if needs to do the
job it has to do. But I am taking the
position that, for this purpose, a volun-
teer army is going to be far more effec-
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tive, and infinitely to be preferred, over
an army of conscripfed men.

Maj. Gen. J. F. C. Fuller, one of Eng-
land’s outstanding military experts, now
tells us that the time has come when
“nations may now wage a war of maxi-
mum annihilation against each other
without moving a man or 2 machine.”

As another British military analyst,
Capt. B. H. Liddell Hart, has said con-
cerning the need to abolish the principle
of conscription in the future military es-
tablishments of the world:

Why don't we learn from history?

Twenty-five years spent in the study of
war, a study which gradually went beyond
its current technique to its well-springs,
changed my earlier and conventional belief
in the value of conscription. It brought me
to see that the compulsory principle was
fundamentally inefficient, and the conscrip-
tive method out of date—a method that
clung, like the ivy, to guantitative stand-
ards in an age when the trend of warfare
was becoming increasingly qualitative. For
it sustained the fetish of mere numbers at
a time when skill and enthusiasm were be-
coming ever more necessary for the effective
bhandling of the new weapons.

Conscription does not fit the conditions of
modern warfare—its lized technical
equipment, mobile operations, and fluid situ-
ations. Buccess increasingly depends on in-
dividual initiative, which in turn springs
from a sense of personal responsibility—
these senses are atrophied by compulsion.
Moreover, every unwilling man is a germ
carrier, spreading infection to an extent alto-
gether disproportionate to the value of the
service he is forced to contribute.

One of our own recently retired mili-
tary men, Brig. Gen. H. C. Holdridge has
recently stated that:

The rigidity of the Army thinking on the
problem of national security is as dangerous
as the Maginot Line complex was to France.
If we adopt its policy of basing national
security on mass armies, we will pay stu-
pendous sums to maintain obsolete forces,
and will be purchasing a delusion of national
security instead of real security.

These references present another rea-
son why we should be apprehensive about
the draft. We should not use obsolete
methods in our preparation for military
security. Perhaps we should give greater
attention to research. I voted for the
research bill, I voted for the atomic
energy bill. I believe we should pursue
vigorously a progressive military system
to defend this country, and to guard the
peace.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Nebraska yield?

Mr. WHERRY. I am glad to yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I was called from
the floor and was unable to hear all the
able Senator’s address. But the point
has been made in the discussion that
unless inductions are continued, an Army
of volunteers cannot be raised. Has the
Senator dwelt upon the fact that 53 per-
cent of the 770,000 men who have already
enlisted have enlisted for 3 years?

Mr, WHERRY. Yes.

Mr. REVERCOMB. And also that a
large proportion of them have enlisted
for 1 year?

Mr. WHERRY. Yes.

Mr. REVERCOMB. It is certain that
men who enlist for 3 years do not enlist
because of the draft. Is not that so?

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct.
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Mr. REVERCOMB. And certainly
those who enlist for 1 year, being already
in the Army and not affected by the
draft, would not enlist because of the
draft.

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct.

Mr, REVERCOMB. I thank the Sen-
ator.

Mr. WHERRY. I thank the distin-
guished Senator from West Virginia.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. WHERRY. I am happy to yield.

Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senator’s
remarks pose a question which is an im-
ponderable factor to me in this situation.
He has said that he is willing that the
Army and Navy be given the maximum
force they say they require for national
security.

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Suppose it is not
obtained by voluntary methods. What
would the Senator da?

Mr. WHERRY. It is obtainable by
voluntary methods, as was demonstrated
by the invincible argument presented by
the distinguished Senator from West
Virginia. We have raised, or will raise,
1,500,000. That has been done without
any increase in pay. I am of the opinion
that we can continue to raise an army
by means of volunteers, and when a
crisis comes men will volunteer to de-
fend the country.

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is not the -

question.

Mr. WHERRY. The question the
Senator is asking me is what we would
do if we do not raise the number of men
needed by the voluntary system. I have
been contending for 20 minutes that the
assurance of a sufficiently large army
lies in proper pay for the men who enlist
in the Army. The figures which the dis-
tinguished Senator from West Virginia
has already submitied indicate that we
are to have 1,500,000 men in the Army by
July 1, 1946, if we do not already have
them, which General Eisenhower stated
is the required number. If we need more
we will obtain them through increase of
pay.

Mr. VANDENBERG. If I may go back
to my question——

Mr. WHERRY. 1yield.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I hope the Sen-
ator from West Virginia and the Senator
from Nebraska are totally correct. I in-
finitely prefer a volunteer army. I think
it is the only kind of army in peacetime
which comports with the American fra-
dition. I agree with the Senator from
Nebraska that we must provide what the
Army and the Navy specify as being es-
sential. I again ask: What happens if
the Senator from Nebraska and if the
Senator from West Virginia are wrong
and the volunteer system does not pro-
duce it?

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr.
will the Senator yield to me?
Mr. WHERRY, I yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. The figures were
given to the Senate, and I regret that the
able Senator from Michigan was not
present earlier today when they were
given. I took the fizures from the testi-
mony of General Eisenhower when he

President,

-appeared before the Committee on Mili-
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tary Affairs, in the hearings held on Jan-
uary 16, 17, and 18, 1946. The first fig-
ure, I would point out to the Senator
from Michigan, has to do with the over-
seas employment of the Army. The
Chief of Staff wants for July 1, 1946, for
overseas service to meet all the require-
ments, all the needs abroad, 794,000 men.
That, as I see it, embraces both officers
and men. On July 1, 1946—and this is
the Army’s own estimate and figure—
there will be 800,000 volunteer enlisted
men and 150,000 officers, a total of 950,-
000. In other words, every position
abroad, every call by the Army—and the
Army never underestimates—can be filled
with volunteers.

In addition to that it is desired that
seven-hundred-some-odd-thousand men
be in this country. Therefore, I have
said, I remind the able Senator from
Michigan, that by July 1, if we would send
the volunteers abroad, every place abroad
could be filled with the volunteers, and
every man who is abroad under drafted
service could be returned to this coun-
try for service here.

But let us go to another figure., Ac-
cording to the Army’s own figures there
will be 950,000 officers and men and
volunteers in the service on July 1, 1946.
That figure includes 800,000 enlisted men
and 150,000 officers. I may say to the
able Senator from Michigan that that
figure with respect to enlisted men is in
my opinion low, in view of the rate at
which recruits are being enlisted today,
and with respect to officers, we are ad-
vised on the floor that the figure today
is closer to 250,000 than it is to 150,000.

In addition to the 950,000, taking the
Army’s own figure, there will be 50,000
Philippine Scouts. That is the Army’s
figure. There is no reason why it can-
not have more, but that is the Army’s
fisure. So that represents a total of
1,000,000 men.

There have been inducted into the
armed services since the 1st of January
1945, 927,874 men who, if still in the
service would have been in the serv-
ice 18 months. If we may take half
of that figure in order to take care of
casualties and reenlistments—and I
think that is certainly a very broad con-
cession—we would have in the service
today 456,598 men who have not served
over 18 months. That makes a grand
total of 1,456,598, which I say would be
the minimum on July 1, with not more
than 18 months of service, and volun-
teers.

The Army is asking for only 1,550,000.
There is a small difference there—in fact,
I would say there is no difference—but,
even taking that figure, why extend the
induction for a year when we are obtain-
ing volunteers at the rate even of the last
figure we have of more than 40,000 a
month? I may say, further, that we are
reducing the Army from July 1 on, and
not increasing its numbers, at the request
of the War Department.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. WHERRY. 1 yield.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Ithank the Sen-
ator from West Virginia for his encour-
aging arithmetic, but I come back to my
question, AsIunderstand this bill, there
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will not be a man drafted if the volun-
teers fill the quotas. Is that not correct?

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President,
if the volunteers do not fill the quota,
in spite of the arithmetic of the Senator
from West Virginia, I ask the Senator
from Nebraska, since he agrees with me
that the Army must have its quota, where
does the Army get the men?

Mr. WHERRY. My answer is that we
can get them by recruiting under a vol-
unteer system.

Mr. VANDENBERG. But suppose that
system does not produce them?

Mr. WHERRY. I am not going fto
suppose that because we have not given
volunteer recruiting a fair chance.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I want to give it
a fair chance.

Mr. WHERRY. Then why does the
military raise the points for reenlistment
from 59 to 70 and at the same time re-
duce the points for the drafted men so
low that it even takes in IV-F's?

Mr. VANDENBERG. I would not have
the remotest idea why the military does
that. I would not support this bill until
it textually asserted that there would be
no drafting except when there is a failure
of the volunteer system.

Mr. WHERRY. Let us turn it around,
Mr, President. Would the Senator sup-
port the bill on the theory that we can
obtain enough volunteers, but if the na-
tional security requires the drafting of
men, put the draft again into operation?
What is the difference?

Mr. VANDENBERG. The difference is
that we would then have to wait for legis-
lation to catch up with the deficit.

Mr. WHERRY. If there is a national
emergency we will not have to wait 3
minutes.

Mr. VANDENBERG. If there is a na-
tional emergency why not anticipate it?

Mr. WHERRY. If there is a national
emergency more than 1,500,000 men will
be needed. Reversing the figures, I will
say that I think that is a proper way to
proceed. The Senator is not willing to
give the recruiting of volunteers for the
Army a chance.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Who does the
Senator mean? The Senator is not talk-
ing about the Senator from Michigan.

Mr. WHERRY. IthinkIam, ifI un-
derstand the Senator’s remarks correctly.
The Senator wants to proceed and put
the draft into effect.

Mr. VANDENBERG. When?

Mr. WHERRY. Immediately.

Mr. VANDENBERG. When the volun-
teer system fails to produce the troops
that the Senator from Nebraska says he
is willing for the Army to have.

Mr, WHERRY. And that is immedi-
ately.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Does the Sena-
tor mean the volunteer system has al-
ready broken down?

Mr. WHERRY. No; the draft system
would proceed immediately under the
Senator’s theory.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Only if the vol-
unteer system fails.

Mr. WHERRY. And the volunteer
system will only fail if we cannot get
enough men through volunteering. Why
not obtain a volunteer Army?
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Mr. VANDENBERG. Idonotknow.

Mr. WHERRY. Why not give the
Army a chance to recruit volunteers un-
der this bill, and then if an emergency
arises and we need more men we can
immediately, under the national emer-
gency, induct all the men we want into
the Army. I will say to the Senator that
if an emergency arises we will not have
to have selective service. Millions of men
will want to volunteer. The difference is
that the volunteer system is the tradi-
tional American system, and the induc-
tion system, as the Senator from Mich-
igan may have heard me say previously,
departs from the American way. I think
it Jeads to ultimate conscription in this
country, and I am opposed to it.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President,
will the Senator again yield?

1\1'1‘11' WHERRY. Yes; I will be glad to
yield.

Mr, VANDENBERG. I should like to
come back to my question. :

Mr. WHERRY. I have not answered
it, apparently.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I agree with
everything the Senator with such ve-
hement eloquence says about the volun-
teer system. I want the volunteer system
to be our exclusive reliance so long as it
produces the net result. The Senator
and I agree, as I understand——

Mr. WHERRY. I think so.

Mr. VANDENBERG. That the Army
must have whatever the minimum essen-
tial figure is.

Mr. WHERRY. Yes.

Mr. VANDENBERG. My statement is
that I want no draft made of a single
man unless there is a (;;:g;it as a result
of the volunteering sy That cer-
tainly is not deserting the volunteer sys-
tem. I have voted for maximum pay
increases in order to make volunteering
as attractive as possible. I want to give
the volunteer system a maximum chance,
But I am unable to follow the Senator
as to what his answer is to my question
if, after all these inducements have been
put to work, if in those circumstances,
despite the expectations of the Senator
from Nebraska and the Senator from
West Virginia, there is still a deficit. I
do not see how the deficit can be filled
except by a final supplemental draft
from month to month to fill the quota.

Mr, REVERCOMB. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. WHERRY. 1 yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Since the able
Senator from Michigan has involved the
Senator from West Virginia in his in-
quiry I should like to——

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am sorry; the
Senator from West Virginia involved
himself in the inquiry of the Senator
from Michigan.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I involved myself
quite at length a while ago; but in the
last question I think there was reference
to the Senator from West Virginia, and
I appreciate the opportuntity to answer,
As I see if, the answer to the able Sen-
ator’s question is that, first, the facts, as
I tried to place them before the Senate
today, assure us that there will be a
volunteer Army. The Senator asks the
question, Suppose there is not? If the
amendment fails to work, the Congress
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can immediately start inductions again.
All the machinery is established, and the
personnel will be maintained.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. REVERCOMB. In a moment.

It comes down to this: Shall we leave
it up to the Army to decide whether or
not it wishes to continue inductions in
its own way, or shall Congress decide the
policy as to who shall be inducted? Let
me point out to the able Senator—and I
say it with all respect—that the Army
wants selective service. The Army likes
to select the men. The Army wants to
go through the country and pick out the
very best men. Ido not blame the Army
leaders. They want the highest class
Army. They are proud of their corps,
and natursally so. But is the Congress to
leave in their hands the making of the
rules as to who shall be inducted?

I have doubted very much that the
Army has gone all-out to get volunteers,
I doubt it particularly in the light of the
order issued on March 8, 1946. Previous
to that time, men had been taken into
the Army on the basis of a passing grade
of 59—not only men for a peacetime
army, since the fall of Japan, but the
men who fought the war, and the men
who constituted the Army before we got
into the war. Suddenly, on March 8, the
passing grade was raised from 59 to 70.
That prevented many volunteers from
coming in, because they fell below the
passing grade. I have been assured of
that in one instance by a sergeant who
is engaged in the work of obtaining vol-
unteers.

In the light of those facts, are we, who
make the policies, going to establish poli-
cies which will make possible the rais-
ing of a volunteer army, or shall we
leave it in the hands of those who would
rather select the highest grades and make
their own policies, and naturally cut
down the number of volunteers for the
Army? That is the whole question.
Which is the wiser course?

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. WHERRY. I should like to con-
clude my remarks, but I yield to the Sen-
ator from California.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Ishould like to ask
my distinguished and able colleague from
West Virginia if it is not true that under
the terms of his amendment a joint reso-
lution by Congress would be required to
put the selective-service features back
into operation?

Mr. REVERCOMB. That is true. It
would require either a joint resolution
or a hill,

Mr, ENOWLAND. In the relatively
short time I have been a Member of the
Senate it has been my observation that
legislation does not pass immediately, as
suggested by my able colleagues from
West Virginia and Nebraska. How is the
Senator to guard against a situation in
which a filibuster might be conducted
against the passage of a joint resolution
to put the selective service back into op-
eration?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I can no more
think of a filibuster being conducted
against a proposal to increase the size
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of the Army for a national emergency
than I can think of a filibuster in time
of a declaration of war. This Congress
acted in a matter of hours on the ques-
tion of a declaration of war.

Mr. HAWKES. A matter of minutes.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I am told that it
acted in a matter of minutes. I cannot
conceive of any such delay. So far as I
know, in such crises there has been no
delay, and none can be supposed.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President,. con-
tinuing my remarks, I wish to say in
further answer to the distinguished Sen-
ator from Michigan that it is my humble
opinion, for whatever it may be worth,
that so long as men can be inducted,
recruiting of volunteers will be at a dis-
advantage. In my judgment, with the
increased pay, the Army will have no
difficulty in recruiting its forces up to
a size of 1,500,000. If suppositions are
to be indulged in, if we should be unable
to obtain them through the volunteer
system—and I think we shall—if an
emergency should arise there would be
no difficulty about putting the selective-
service machinery back into operation,
so as to obtain all the men necessary
for any emergency. Iam making a plea
not to place extensive powers in the
hands of those who favor induction. If
the selective service is continued, we may
continue to make. commitments to en-
force peace throughout the world which
we otherwise might not make if we
depended upon a volunteer Army.

I hope that when this amendment
reaches a final vote it will be ifiterpreted
in that light. It is my opinion that in
granting this power we are departing
from our traditional American way of
life. We are placing in the hands of
individuals a new power which they will
use if they know that inductions can be
continued. I risk the prediction that
not only will the power be exercised to
draft men to make an army of 1,500,000
this year; but next year and the year
following there will be a demand for ex-
tension of the selective service. So I
say the time has come, if we are in an
era of peace, to go to a voluntary system.

As to the number of men required, I
believe that we should leave it to the
judgment of the military to decide what
numbers are needed to carry out certain
commitments and certain recommenda-
tions from the State Department. I am
perfectly willing to go along to that
extent.

But I wish to tell the distinguished
Senator from Michigan and other Sen-
ators that I feel that extending the draft
is an entirely different procedure. It is
different from anything we have ever
done before. I think it would be the
spearhead for conscription and for
added power which might be used. The
system of a volunteer army is a system
which we have had traditionally in this
country since its birth.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. WHERRY. I yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. The Senator has
expressed—and I think very wisely so—
some apprehension as to the implications
involved in this proposal. I wonder if
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the able Senator has before him a bill,
S. 1847, which is now on the calendar
of the Senate, and which reads as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the act of May 19,
1926 (44 Stat. pt. 2, p. 565), as amended by
the act of May 14, 1935 (49 Stat. 218), be,
and hereby is, amended to read es follows:

“DETAIL OF OFFICERS AND MEN TO ASSIST FOREIGN
GOVERNMENTS

“The President of the United States is
authorized, upon application from foreign
governments, and whenever in his discrétion
the public interest renders such a course ad-
visable, to detail officers and enlisted men of
the United States Army, Navy, and Marine
Corps, to assist such foreign governments:
Provided, That the officers and enlisted men
g0 detailed are authorized to accept from
the government to which detailed coffices and
such compensation and emoluments there-
unto appertaining as may be first approved
by the Secretary of War, or by the Secretary
of the Navy, as the case may he: Provided
further, That such compensation may be ac-
cepted by the United States Government for
remittance to the individual if in the opinion
of the Secretary of War, or of the Secretary of
the Navy, as the case may be, such a courze
appears desirable: Provided further, That
while so detailed such officers and enlisted
men shall receive in addition to the compen-
sation and emoluments allowed them by such
governments, the pay and allowances where-
to entitled in the United States Army, Navy,
and Marine Corps, and shall be allowed the
same credit for longevity, retirement, and
for all other purposes that they would re-
ceive if they were serving with the forces of
the United States: And provided jurther,
That in addition to or in the absence of such
compensation from such governments, the
officers and enlisted men so detailed shall re-
ceive such additional compensation as may
be determined by the Secretary of War, or
the Secretary of the Navy, as the case may be,
and approved by the President.”

The present law reads as follows:

540. Detail of officers and men to assist
foreign governments: The President of the
United States is authorized, upon application
from the foreign governments concerned,
and whenever in his discretion the public
interests render such a course advisable, to
detail officers and enlisted men of the United
States Army to assist the governments of
the Republics of North America, Central
America, and South America and of the
Republics of Cuba, Haiti, Santo Domingo,
and the Commonwealth of the Philippine
Islands and, during war or a declared na-
tional emergency, the governments of such
other countries as the President deems it in
the interest of national defense to assist, in
military matters: Provided, That the officers
and enlisted men so detailed are authorized
to accept from the government to which de-
tailed offices and such compensation and
emoluments thereunto appertaining as may
be first approved by the Sscretary of War:
Provided further, That while so detailed
such officers and enlisted men shall receive,
in addition to the compensation and emolu-
ments allowed them by such governments,
the pay and allowances whereto entitled in
the United States Army and shall be al-
lowed the same credit for longevity, retire-
ment, and for all other purposes that they
would receive if they were serving with the
forces of the United States. (As amended
Oct. 1, 1842, ch, 571, 56 Stat. 763.)

I doubt the wisdom of extending the
draft to permit such a thing to be done.

Mr. WHERRY. I thank the distin-
guished Senator.
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Mr, WILSON. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. WHERRY. I yield.

Mr. WILSON, In addition to what the
Senator from West Virginia has called
attention to, I invite attention to the
following language from the committee
report on Senate bill 1847:

2. The words “to assist other countries in
military matters” contained in the present
law, if construed literally and exactly, would
withhold from the Chief Executive the au-
thority to send military missions to foreign
countries for purposes other than direct mil-
itary assistance, such as, for example, the
supervision of elections or the organization
of waterways. A similar wording of section
441 (a) of title 34 leads to the same possible
restriction in regard to naval missions,

That statement is from a memoran-
dum submitted by the Secretary of State.
Are we going to draft our boys to do
those things? If we supervise elections,
I ask the Senator from Nebraska what

are we going to do if a controversy exists

after we have supervised an election?

Mr. WHERRY. It will be up to us to
enforce our will.

Mr. WILSON. That would not be ac-
tion by Congress. The President might
involve us in a war.

Mr. WHERRY. I thank the distin-
guished Senator from Iowa.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

Mr. BUTLER obtained the floor.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the

_ Senator yield to me?

Mr. BUTLER. I must attend a com-
mittee meeting, and I am compelled to
leave the Chamber very shortly.

Mr. HILL. I understood the distin-
guished Senator from West Virginia to
state that the War Department favored
the induction of men into the Army,
rather than obtaining them by the vol-
unteer system, I rise to challenge that
statement. I should like to read to the
Senate the testimony of General Eisen-
hower, who I suppose would be the best
spokesman for the Army. If the Sena-
tor from Nebraska is in a hurry to go to
a committee meeting, I will read this
testimony later. However, I did not want
any Senator who heard the statement of
the Senator from West Virginia to leave
the Chamber before I had an opportu-
nity to challenge the statement, if I cor-
rectly understood what the Senator from
West Virginia said.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. BUTLER. I yield.

Mr, REVERCOMB. My statement was
that regardless of the position taken by
the War Department, the actions of the
War Department indicated that it wanted
selective service. I do not doubt for a
moment the statement of General Eisen-
hower that he prefers a volunteer army
to a drafted army. However, the action
of the Army in raising the passing grade
is a qualification of that statement.
General Eisenhower’s statement is true,
so long as he can obtain volunteers with
the qualifications he desires. Of course,
he would prefer a volunteer army to a
drafted army, but with this qualification:
They must be volunteers who pass the
test with a mark set by him.

Mr. HILL. Certainly, it must be an
army composed of men who are fit to
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do the job which the Army requires to
be done. We could go through the coun-
try and obtain a great many men who
have been deferred, who are physically
unfit—men with ruptures and other
physical disabilities. The Army cannot
use many of those men. General Eisen-
hower does not want those men, and he
ought not to be required to take them,
Mr. REVERCOMB. Let me say to the
able Senator that I am not speaking of
men with ruptures, or men who are
physically unfit, I am speaking of
physically fit men, who are now required
to pass the test with a mark of 70. In
time of war they were required to at-
tain a mark of only 59. In other words,
the Army is saying to the young men of
this country, “You were fully qualified to

‘face the Nation’s battles in time of war.

‘We passed you as mentally qualified then.
But in time of peace you must pass a
higher test of qualifications.” I am not
speaking of the physically unfit, They
do not enter into the question. I am
speaking of the mental test. That is the
qualification upon the volunteer system
that will break it down.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President——

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, inasmuch
as the Senator from Nebraska has but a
limited amount of time at his disposal, I
shall not interrupt him.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, in con-
nection with what I shall have to say
with reference to the hill now under
consideration, I wish it distinctly under-
stood that I am definitely in favor of sup-
porting an Army, a Navy, an Air Force,
and all other armed services of sufficient
size to fulfill all the requirements and ob-
ligations of the United States. I believe
that the few points which I shall make
will answer the questions which have
been passing back and forth between
various Senators in the past few minutes,

Mr. President, in the debate on the
proposed extension of the Selective
Service Act, most of the controversy
seems to center around the question of
how we are to secure about 200,000 ad-
ditional troops, over and above those al-
ready in sight, It is obvious that volun-
teers will fill almost all, if not all, of our
needs. The extension of the Selective
Service Act is being considered only be-
cause we shall need a comparatively small
number of additional troops. The
amendment I propose will meet this need,

The British Government has recently
announced that it plans to dishand the
Polish Army units that have been serving
under British command since early in the
war. These units, composed of about
200,000 men, under command of the
Polish General Anders, played a heroie
part for the cause of freedom in Tripoli,
at Cassino, in the campaigns in France
and Germany, and elsewhere. They are
trained combat soldiers, and it would be
difficult to find better troops anywhere,
Although the British Government is urg-
ing them to return to Poland, it appears
likely that many will be afraid to re-
turn fo their homeland under its present
government,

In an efforf to avoid the necessity of
extending the draft, I have proposed to
the Secretary of War that as many of
these men as possible be taken into the
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service of the American Army, on either
a military or a civilian basis. Secretary
Patterson has refused even to seriously
consider the suggestion. At this point I
should like to read the letter I sent to
the Secretary of War and his reply:
AFRIL 2, 1846,
Hon, RoBeaT P, PATTERSON,
Secretary of War,
Washington, D. C.

Dear MR. SECRETARY: My attention has been
drawn to news items which indicate that
Great Britain intends to disband the Polish
Army, Navy, and Air Force units under her
control and urge thelr members to return to
Poland,

This seems to me to be our opportunity to
secure the services of many thousands of
well-trained Polish troops to replace our own
boys who have been discharged. Certainly
we could hardly find better troops anywhere.
These Polish units proved their value in the
Battle of Britain, in Africa, at Cassino, in
the campaigns in Germany, and in many
other places, I do not know where else we
could more quickly obtain 200,000 crack
troops.

Of course, those who desire to return to
their homeland should be given every assist-
ance. But probably many who will be afraid
to trust the safe-conduct guaranties of the
present-day quisling regime in Poland, will
refuse to return to Poland. The least we owe
them is a reasonable alternative, in the form
of a chance to serve us, particularly when
we need trained troops so badly at the present
time.

I realize my suggestion involves some
questions of forelgn policy. I am, therefore,
sending a copy to Secretary of State Byrnes,
with a request for his comment,

Yours very truly,
HucH BUTLER,
United States Senator,

Mr. Patterson answered as follows, un=
der date of April 8, 1946:

DEeArR SENATOR BUTLER: This is in reply to
your letter of April 2, offering the suggestion
that members of the Polish armed forces
in various countries be permitted to enlist
in the United States Army.

I appreciate your thoughfulness in bring-
ing this suggestion to our attention. The
War Department has, however, consistently
disapproved the requests of aliens to enlist
in the Regular Army and such enlistment is
expressly prohibited in Army Regulations,
Even though many appealing cases of this
nature have been brought to our attention,
we have not made exceptions to this prohi-
bition. BSuch exceptions are believed to be
inadvisable at this time and also contrary to
the intent of the amendment of the Na-
tionality Act of 1940, contained in the Sec-
ond War Powers Act, to use enlistment in the
Army as a means of authorizing entry into
the United States for the purpose of becom-
ing a citizen.

As the above policies have received careful
study, it is regretted that the suggestions
cannof be approved.

Sincerely yours,
ROBERT P. PATTERSON,
Secretary of War,

To make the Recorp complete, I should
also like to read at this point the letter
I received from Secretary of State Byrnes
on this subject:

My Dear SENATOR BUTLER: I have received
a copy of the letter you wrote on April 2,
1946, to Becretary Patterson suggesting that
members of the Polish armed forces abroad,
which are under the control of the British
military authorities, be given the opportu=
nity to serve in the United States Army.

You are aware, I am sure, that the British
Government has not undertaken to return
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these men to Poland against their will. As
Foreign Secretary Bevin sald in the House
of Commons when arrangements to disband
the Polish units were announced:

“We are extremely anxious that the Pollsh
troops should return to their own country.
As for those who feel in their conscience
that they cannot do it, we cannot relieve
ourselves of the responsibility for them.”

The Secretary of War will undoubtedly in-
form you of the possibility of admitting these
men into the United States Army.

Sincerely yours,
James F. BYRNES,

Mr. President, the reply of the Secre-
tary of War indicates to me that he has
not given serious consideration to this
proposal. My suggestion would not, of
course, give these Polish troops any rights
to American citizenship. Furthermore,
I do not insist at all that they be en-
rolled on a military basis. If further
study indicates that their use in a strictly
military status is undesirable, then I be-
lieve consideration should be given to
‘using them as civilian police, or in some
similar capacity. Certainly if a way can
be found to use them, it may make un-
necessary the requested peacetime draft,
which so many of our people find objec-
tionable. The War Department should
at least make a serious attempt to
find some means of using them, rather
than to dismiss my suggestion so sum-
marily.

Some study of the legal situation has
been made at my request by the office of
the legislative counsel, and I am informed
that there is now nothing in the statutes
that would prohibit enlisting such men,
and, further, that there is nothing that
would confer any citizenship rights upon
them by virtue of their enlistment. So
on the basis of these facts, there is no
reason why the War Department could
not proceed to recruit them without fur-
ther authorization by the Congress.

It has occurred to me, however, that if
it should be decided to take them into
our service, there is no particular reason
why they should receive all the rights to
which our own veterans are entitled. I,
therefore, propose to submit an amend-
ment which will cover this point. I
should like to have the amendment print-
ed in the Recorp at this point, and I ask
unanimous consent to have that done.

There being no objection, the amend-
ment intended to be proposed by Mr.
BuTLER was ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

At the end of the bill, add the following
section:

“Sgc. —. (a) The Secretary of War is
authorized to enlist mot to exceed 200,000
nonresident alien men in the Army of the
United States for service outside of the terri-
torial limits of the United States. All en-
listments accepted under the provisions of
this subsection shall be for the duration of
the existing wars and 6 months thereafter,
but shall be subject to termination at any
time by the Secretary of War,

“(b) The President is authorized to ap-
point, under the joint resolution of Septem-
ber 22, 1941, as amended, for temporary
service in the Army of the United States,
such number of company grade commissioned
officers as may be required to provide com-
missioned-officer personnel of company grades
for the military units to which the men en-
listed under subsection (a) may be assigned.
All appointments under the provisions of
this section shall be made without term, shall
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be terminable at any time by the President,
and may be made without regard to the cit-
izenship of the persons appointed.

“(c) Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, the Secretary of War is authorized to
prescribe by regulations the pay and allow-
ances of whatever nature and kind to which
the men enlisted or appointed under the pro-
visions of this section shall be entitled. The
pay and allowances so prescribed shall not
exceed or be of other classes than those
suthorized by law for personnel of corre-
sponding grades in the Regular Army.

“(d) Of the provisions of law of the United
States conferring rights, privileges, or bene-
fits upon any person by reason of the service
of such person or any other person in the
armed forces of the United States or any
component thereof, only those conferring
rights, privileges, or benefits upon persons
during the time they are on active duty and
those listed below shall be deemed to apply,
to persons for service pursuant to an enlist-
ment or appointment under the provisions of
this section:

“(1) The provisions of the act of March 9,

1928 (45 Stat. 251), as amended, relating to

funeral expenses;

“(2) Provisions of law authorizing the pay-
ment of travel allowances upon discharge
or relief from active duty;

“(3) The provisions of the act of Decem-
ber 17, 1919 (41 Stat. 367), as amended, au-
thorizing the payment of a death gratuity
equal to 8 months' active duty pay to the
dependents of military personnel whose death
occurs while on active duty;

“(4) The provisions of the Mustering-Out
Payment Act of 1944 (Public Law No. 225,
78th Cong.), except that for the purpose of
computing such payments all service shall be
compensated for on the same basis as service
wholly performed within the United States;
and

“(5) The provisions of laws administered
by the Veterans’ Administration providing for
the payment of pensions on account of
service-connected disability or death:
Provided further, That the provisions of
the National Service Life Insurance Act of
1940, as amended, shall not apply to persons
who serve in the Army of the United States
under the provisions of this section.

“{e) The Secretary of War is authorized to
prescribe such regulations as may be neces-
sary to enable him to carry out the provisions
of this section.”

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, let me
take just a few minutes to explain the
effect of my amendment. All that it
really does is to provide appropriate
legislation governing the terms of enlist-
ment, if decision should be made to make
use of the services of these men. By
that, I mean that they would not receive
the benefits of the GI bill of rights, the
national serviee life insurance, pensions,
or hospitalization, except for service-
connected disability, and so forth. The
language of the amendment follows as
closely as possible that contained in the
amendment offered by the Senator from
Arizona [Mr. Havpen]. That amend-
ment covered the rights of persons in the
Philippine Scouts who are to serve us
in the way that I now propose for the
Polish troops. The Senator from Ari-
zona did such a careful and thorough
piece of work in delineating what rights
should accrue to alien troops in our em-
ploy that it seemed unnecessary for me
to study that whole issue again. So in
my proposed amendment I have simply
followed his thought in the matter.

In that connection let me mention
the fact that in the Voluntary Recruit=
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ment Act that we passed last winter we
adopted an amendment, also sponsored
by the distinguished Senator from Ari-
zona [Mr. Haypen], which furnishes an
exact precedent for my proposal. At
that time we decided to recruit 50,000
PFilipinos for occupation duty in Japan,
and that measure was enthusiastically
agreed to by this body as a means of
avoiding the drafting of an additional
50,000 American boys. The proposal I
have just presented deserves considera-
tion for exactly the same reasons that
prompted us to adopt the policy of
recruiting Filipinos.

It should be pointed out that this
amendment is purely permissive, not
mandatory. It merely authorizes; it
does not authorize and direct. There
may be some substantial reasons why we
should not use the services of these
troops, although I have not heard any,
and the Secretary of War gives no rea-
sons in this letter to me. But, even so,
the amendment will not require him to
adopt this proposal if, after due con-
sideration, he should decide against it.
It does give him clear-cut authority to
proceed with the proposal, in case there
is any doubt of his authority under pres-
ent legislation; and it does provide ap-
propriate legislation governing their pay,
allowances, and rights. It is contem-
plated that the men recruited under the
terms of this amendment would receive
substantially the same pay, allowances,
and other benefits that Filipino troops
in our service receive.

I expect to call up the amendment at
the proper time.

Before a vote is taken I should at least
like to remind Senators of these facts:
The draft will expire within a short time.
Many of us do not want to vote to extend
the draft during peacetime, On the
other hand we cannot forget the com-
mitments we have undertaken abroad. I
believe we are under obligation to pro-
vide the Army with the men it says it
needs, or else to prove that it does not
need them. My proposal at least pro-
vides the Secretary of War with an op-
portunity to secure those men if, after
reconsideration, he cannot find any valid
excuse to refuse to take them. If, how-
ever, the Secretary of War will not take
200,000 crack troops into the service of
the Army, even when they are handed to
him on a silver platter, I shall be driven
to the reluctant conclusion that the
Army does not want additional men
unless it can draft them.

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, the
gloomy pictures presented to our people
in reference to the consequence of our
getting into war are more than realized.
Even the rabid interventionists do not
feel well about the inability of the Allies
to get together. There is no world har-
mony. World War II has not made for
peace and justice. At least, it does not
appear so on the horizon.

While Pearl Harbor interrupted the
discussion between the interventionist
and the noninterventionist, the answer
as to who was right will have to await the
verdict of history. Why? Because in
many ways, the world has turned a cor-
ner since then. Because of invention and
the ingenuity of man, the world has
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grown much smaller. Every nation is
just around the corner from every other
nation,

With the advent of atomic energy, the
rocket plane and other inventions—and
there are many more on the way—the old
methods in war of defense and offense
have gone out the window. We need
men with prescience, men with vision,
as exemplified by “Billy” Mitchell. He
was crucified for his foresight.

In this unsettled world, the Nation’s
first line of defense and offense is in its
statesmen—men who comprehend the
world picture, and who understand the
way of nations; men who will not forget
the lessons of history, and who realize
that “an ounce of prevention is worth a
pound of cure.” That statement applies
to statecraft as well as to medicine, bus-
iness, and every other channel of life.

Applying it to the international situa-
tion, it means definitely seeking to un-
derstand fully the other fellow's view-
point, calling a spade a spade, and do-
ing everything that is necessary in order
to smooth out misunderstandings among
the nations.

If human nature is pretty much the
same now as it was before Pearl Harbor—
and I believe it is—our second line of de-
fense and offense is in our armed forces,
backed up by the brains and energy of
America. However, those armed forces
must be adequate to meet the pattern of
today, whatever that pattern may be.

That is why we are discussing today
the extension of the Selective Service
Act. I presume that from now on when
men are inducted into the service, the
training which they will receive will be
entirely different from the training they
received prior to Pearl Harbor. Of
course, the men who are to be inducted
into the service of their country are en-
titled to every consideration. But if the
situation is as I have already stated, it
is the primary purpose of the Selective
Service to see to it that our second line of
defense and offense is adequate. Every
male owes his country, if need be, mili-
tary service. We know that if we were
now to except the teen-agers from the
service it would mean that those who are
in the service would undoubtedly be held
for an extended length of time. Many
Senators are receiving telegrams from
overseas containing the words “love and
kisses.” Those telegrams indicate gquite
clearly the situation with which we are
confronted.

I presume that here again we have
the same issue which confronted us in
connection with the labor bills—the is-
sue which has been neglected time and
time again—namely, that public inter-
est is dominant and must be served. We
neglected the issue for a long time. In
the pending bill we must give considera-
tion to the dominant importance of
public interest.

At first I was in doubt about voting
for the Johnson-La Follette amendment
which provided an increase of 50 per-
cent in pay to the privates. The theory
was that men would be induced to enlist
because of the higher rate of compensa-
tion and therefore would relieve others
frem being drafted. Undoubtedly it
will work that way. But it will also
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work to create a standing Army instead
of a citizens’ force trained like the Swiss
and ready at a moment’s notice at the
call of country. I voted for the amend-
ment only because, of course, at the
present time we have millions of trained
men who have been discharged from the
Army, who in emergency would respond
to a call. And there is another reason,
namely, that I am hoping that under the
United Nations organization we shall,
in time, get this world of ours in a more
understanding, cooperative, and peace-
ful mood. However, we shall see what
we shall see.

In the meanwhile, the two lines of de-
fense to which I have referred must get
into action. Are our statesmen doing
all that is necessary in bringing about
understanding and harmony, and are
our trained personnel in the armed
forces adequately meeting the new pat-
tern today? They must all get into
action.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not
wish fto delay unnecessarily the business
of the Senate. I realize that the Senate
voted very decisively yesterday in favor
of the Gurney amendment, and that it
did not march up the hill yesterday only
to turn around and march down the hill
today. I realize that the Senate will
reject the amendment of the Senator
from West Virginia.

A few minutes ago I challenged the
statement of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia with reference to what is alleged
to be the desire of the War Department
to take inductees under Selective Service
rather than to depend on volunteer en-
listments. I referred to the statement
of General Eisenhower. I feel that he,
better than any other man, can speak
for the Army of the United States. I
merely wish to read a few brief extracts
from the testimony of General Eisen-
hower before the Senate Committee on
Military Affairs on the date of April 8,

1946. At that time he testified in be-
half of the pending bill. General Eisen-
hower said:

The first, retention of selective service, is
the only way our Nation can assure itself and
the rest of the world that we shall not falter
in our obligations; that we are not going to
gamble with the commitments we make.

The general stated further:

The Secretary of State appeared before this
committee and outlined what the world situa-
tion was and how important he thought mili-
tary strength was in these areas and at home,
I feel there is no need of protesting again
and again that the Army did not set up those
jobs, We merely have to perform them.

In other words, the Army is required
merely to carry out the policies and do
the jobs set for it by the State Depart-
ment, the Executive, and the Congress of
the United States.

The general continued:

Those commitments made at Potsdam and
other places were all made in good faith,
The point that concerns us is this: If you go
below the strength actually needed to per-
form them you are very likely to run into
trouble.

In other words, you are asking for it. If
you have trouble incited by hunger or other
motives, in Japan and in Germany, and if
you haven't enough people to solve the prob=
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lem, then you are in grave trouble, and we
will have to use many more men than if we
can keep the peace in the first instance,

I believe I told thic committee in the closed
hearing how seriously General MacArthur
looks upon this problem.

Now, the Selective Service Act does assure
us of the necessary men to solve the prob-
lem. And again I say I would be more than
happy to see the language of the extension
so worded that we could not take in a siugle
man over and above the estimates we have
already given to the Congress,

We carried out the suggestion of Gen-
eral Eisenhower, and we have written it
into the hill,

Mr. REVERCOMB. MTr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, HILL. I yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I should like to in-
vite the Senator’s attention to the testi-
mony which General Eisenhower gave on
January 16, 17, 18, and 19, 1946, before
a subcommittee of the Committee on
Military Affairs, in which he gave figures
and estimates with reference to the num-
ber of men needed abroad in all theaters
of action. The testimony appears on
page 355 of the hearings. }

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not wish
to be discourteous to the Senator. The
Senator has been over that matter and
has submitted figures.

I have not read anything here about
figures, and I hope the Senator will let
me continue in my own way, and then
when I am through, if he wants to return
to the figures, he may do so. I do not
wish to delay the Senate by going over
the figures.

Mr. REVERCOMB. May I give one
figure?

Mr, HILL. Yes.

Mr. REVERCOMB. The total num-
ber of men asked by General Eisen-

hower, in all theaters abroad, was
794,000.
Mr. HILL., That may be true; the

Senator may be entirely correct. We
have accepted the over-all figures of
General Eisenhower and the War De-
partment, and written them into the bill,
and the Senator from West Virginia ac-
cepted the same figures, because the Ssn-
ator from West Virginia wrote the same
figures into his amendment, which is
now pending. The fact is that is one
place where I find sharp disagreement
with the Senator from West Virginia.
He accepts the figures as to the needs of
the Army as declared by General Eisen-
hower and for the Navy as declared by
Secretary Forrestal and other spokes-
men for the Navy; but accepting those
figures, the Senator from West Virginia
in his amendment would deny an op-
portunity to make sure that these needs
are met.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Will the Senator
yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. In reply may I
say that I do not take the position that
the adoption of the amendment would
create such a situation that the figures
of the Army and Navy would not be met.
I tried to point out this morning that
the figures of the War Department—
unproved, undelved into, accepted by the
Committee on Military Affairs, of which
I am a member and the able Senator
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from Alabama is a member, accepted as
given—can be met without extension of
the draft.

Mr. HILL. The Senator, I know, is
honest, and he is sincere. He thinks
these needs can be met without extend-
ing the draft. I hope the Senator is
right about it. No one would be hap-
pier to see these needs met by the volun-
teer system than the Senator from Ala-
bama. But I am not willing to gamble
in this matter. I am not going to take
any chances. I am going to make sure
that the machinery is provided whereby
these needs can and will be met.

General Eisenhower continues:

Now, there has been much discussion
about the numbers of men we need. That,
likewise, we have calculated not only on
the job, but also taking every favorable out-
look we could in order to keep the figure
down to the lowest possible number of men.

In other words, General Eisenhower
says they have looked at the situation in
the most favorable light, and looking at
it in the most favorable light, they have
kept their needs down in terms of the
lowest possible number of men, He con-
tinues:

Anyone can see the logle of occupying
forces being composed entirely of volunteers
if you can possibly get them, There is no
one that I know of either in or out of the
Army that would rather have selective-serv-
ice men than volunteers.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr.
will the Senator yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. The statement
made there as I understand it, is that the
general looks forward to the day, or de-
sires the situation, when the occupation
troops will be volunteers. He has fixed
the sum total of occupation troops, as
of July 1 of this year, at 794,000, and to-
day we have more than that many vol-
unteers, and as of July 1 of officers and
men, we will have 950,000.

Mr. HILL. That may be true, but be-
cause we have 794,000 volunteers today
does not mean at all that all the 794,000
volunteers are trained or prepared or
ready to go and take their places in the
occupying forces. That figure does not
mean anything. It may mean that some
of these men, although they are trained
and prepared, are much more important
in the work they are doing here at home
than if we sent them across the seas
somewhere. We have to organize the
Army, not in terms of numbers or fig-
ures, but to have the right men in the
right places at the right time.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr.
will the Senator yield?

Mr. HILL. I do not wish to be dis-
courteous, but I desire to get through,
because I am anxious that a vote be
taken.

The truth is, I will say to my distin-
guished friend, the Senate of the United
States is going to answer this question,
and it can answer it better and much
more effectively than either the Senator
from West Virginia or the Senator from
Alabama, and I wish to get to the an-
SWer.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I merely wanted
the Senator to yield at this point be-
cause he has raised a question, and I
wanted to clarify the issue.

President,

President,
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I may say that the number of volun-
teers is not 794,000, as the able Senator
has stated. As of July, according to the
Army's own estimate of the officers and
men, it will be 950,000.

Mr. HILL. I took the 794,000 from the
Senator from West Virginia, and I now
accept his 950,000.

Mr. REVERCOMB. 794,000 is the
number required according to General
Eisenhower.

Mr. HILL. General Eisenhower con-
tinues:

What we are talking about is not gambling
with commitments that we have made.

We have presented before the committee
our entire record of enlistments and many
questions have been raised about the ac-
curacy of the War Department’s estimates on
voluntary enlistments.

Then he adds:

Our own War Department stafl studies pre-
sent a better estimate, a rosler picture, on this
than either of the two studies that were
made outside of the staff processes.

In other words, the War Department
takes a broader outlook, a rosier outlook,
as to the number of volunteers we will
be able to get, than two other studies
which have been made on this very sub-
Jject.

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr.
O'ManonEY] asked General Eisenhower
this question:

Your testimony and that of the Secretary
of War is in agreement upon this point, that
you would much prefer the volunteer to the
inductee, and that you do not want to take
the young men if you can get away from it?

General EmsENHOWER. That is absolutely
true.

Mr. President, this will appeal to the
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. HAWKES]
because he is a distinguished business-
man, and knows what training and ex-
perience mean. General Eisenhower il-
lustrated as follows:

In the Air Forces we have many specialtles
for which it takes over a year to train a man
and in other services there are likewise many
which require a long time for training.

You have to find other places in which to
put your year and year-and-a-half man, be-
cause before you have him trained in those
specialties, you have to discharge him.

Senator O'ManoNEY. The Secretary recom-
mended very positively to this committee an
increase of incentive for enlistment by in-
cteasing the pay.

General EISENHOWER. Yes, sir.

Senator O'MAHONEY. That, apparently, is
a War Department policy.

Would there be any objection to the War
Department making a suggestion to the com-
mittee for inclusion in any blll that may be
passed provisions for increased incentive to
stimulate enlistments?

General ErseNEOWER. No, Senator; the Sec-
retary of War has emphasized that very much,
He is very strongly in favor of it. The only
reason I haven't talked about it much is
that I am talking about the military job
I have to do, sir, and I can't tell any more
than anyone else what this unknown factor
of the 20-percent pay increase will make in
our recruiting. I belleve in it.

Of course, as the Senate knows, we
have gone higher than the 20 percent.
‘We have endeavored to go clear on to the
maximum, so far as providfng an incen-
tive for enlistment is concerned, through
innt]:iretased pay to be given the men who
enlist,
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Mr. President, I shall not detain the
Senate further. We have a very simple
question before us. The bill as reported
by the Senate Committee on Military Af-
fairs, and now pending before the Sen-
ate, provides pay incentives such as we
wrote into the bill last evening in an effort
to do all we could, certainly from the
standpoint of pay, to get as many men as
possible to enlist. The bill provides that
if we can get a sufficient number of vol-
unteers, not a single man will be drafted,
and that there shall be induction for
service only if, when and where the re-
quired needs cannot be met by the volun-
teer system.

On the other hand, the amendment of
the Senator from West Virginia, so far
as the induction of men into the military
service is concerned would absolutely kill
the selective service. It would put an end
to selective service so far as any induction
of men is concerned. In order for there
to be any further inductions, if the
amendment of the Senator from West
Virginia should be agreed to by the Sen-
ate and become the law, the Congress of
the United States would have to start all
over again and write new legislation.

I hope both Houses of Congress will
shortly adjourn, not to be in session again
until the third day of January next year.
The question is whether before adjourn-
ing we will make provision whereby if a
sufficient number of men cannot be se-
cured by volunteering it will be possible
by induction into the armed forces to
meet the needs which no man questions
and no man disputes. The question is
whether we will put ourselves in a posi-
tion whereby the Army can fulfill its task
and we can meet our commitments, or
whether we will go home and gamble,
take a chance on the security of our
country and on the peace of the world.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr, President, I
intend my remarks to be very brief.
Some points were brought out by the able
Senator from Alabama to which I should
like to reply. He has quoted some testi-
mony respecting the War Department
taking a rosy view of enlistments. I call
attention to the testimony to show how
rosy has been the view of the War De-
partment respecting enlistments. On
September 12, 1945, the Secretary of War
stated that the War Department’s esti-
mate of enlistments by July 1, 1946, was
300,000, when as a matter of fact by
May 1, 1246, the enlistments were 769,340,
Was that a very rosy view?

In January of this year General Paul,
Chief of Personnel, G-1, on the General
Staff, estimated, in this very year of 1946,
that the enlistments by July 1 of this
year would be 650,000. Yet up to May
there have been enlistments of 769,340.
‘Was that a very rosy view of enlistments?

Mr. President, when representatives of
the War Department have testified upon
this question their view has certainly
been very conservative throughout, and
not very rosy.

I know that General Eisenhower stated
before the committee, and the statement
was made in my presence, that he pre-
ferred a volunteer army. That state-
ment has never been denied. Of course,
he wants a volunteer army. But he
wants that army on a selective basis, and,
in view of the action taken by the War
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Department, I cannot help but feel that,
if we leave the selective service as it is
today, the Army is going to follow the
course already indicated by the order of
March 8 in raising their standard to se-
lect those they want, and, as General
Paul said was intended to be done, to
stop some volunteers from coming into
the Army.

The Senator from Alabama said the
adoption of our amendment would put
an end to selective service. I am sure
the Senator desires to be corrected with
respect to that statement. It would not
put an end to selective service. It would
keep intact the whole selective-service
machinery and the whole selective-serv-
ice personnel. It would simply stop in-
duction until the further order of the
Congress. That is the duty of the Con-
gress. The Congress has a responsibility
which it should assume, and which it
should not shift to some other depart-
ment or to the executive side of our
Government.

As to Congress adjourning and going
home for the year, let me say that if any
situation should arise which would re-
quire more men in the armed forces, I
care not what that situation might be,
certainly-Congress would reconvene. It
could never be so derelict in its duty to
the people of the country that upon a few
hours' notice it would not reconvene in
Washington to meet any situation that
might arise.

S0, Mr. President, the whole question
here is whether Congress shall assume
its duty of fixing the policy with respect
to the number of men and how the men
should be taken into the armed forces,
or whether it shall leave that policy open
to administration by the War Dezpart-

* ment.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, before
the vote is taken I wish to make a state-
ment. Yesterday 1 voted against the
amendment cffered by the distinguished
Senator from South Dsakota [Mr.
GURNEY] bringing back into the selective
service the so-called teen-agers, that is,
men from 18 to 20 years of age. When
the war was on I voted for the Sczlective
Service Act which enabled the Govern-
ment to utilize the services of these men
of 18 and 19 years. But it seems to me
to be altogether a different matter in
peacetime and when we are selecting a
peacetime Army, which is largely an
army for barrack-room duty, whatever
anyone may say about it.

As a matter of conscience, Mr. Presi-
dent, for myself, with no purpose to
critcize anyone else, I could not vote and
did not vote to bring into this peacetime
Army men of 18 and 19 years of age.

The pending substitute amendment is
an altogether different matter, as I see
it. It covers men of all ages, that is,
from 18 to 65, or 45, as the case may be,
originaliy covered under the Selective
Service Act, but it simply suspends the
induction until there is affirmative action
taken by the Congress. I do not believe
that it would be wise to legislate in that
manner at this time, because, much as
I regret to see it, the Army has depended
not wholly on a volunteer system since
the ending of the war in Germany more
than a year ago. I think the Army
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should have gone back to the theory and
concept of a volunteer army as America
has always known it, especially in peace-
time, and I do not believe it is possible to
mix the two systems, the one compulsory
and the other voluntary. It will not
work well and it cannot work well.

In the committee report on the pend-
ing bill I am struck with the statement
that:

Both the Army and the Navy want their
forces to be made up of volunteers. They
desire to have the personnel of the postwar
Army and the postwar Navy composed en=-
tirely of volunteers, if possible. The people
of the country at large wholeheartedly favor
the volunteer system for the armed forces,

I myself subscribe to those sentiments,
Mr, President. I believe wholeheartedly
in a volunteer Army for all peacetime
services, for all peacetime activities.

Since I voted against the amendment
to include the 18- and 19-year-old young
men in the Army, I wish to make a state-
ment because I am not prepared to vote
for the substitute amendment. I think
the adoption of that amendment would
be definitely unwise at this time, because
it would serve notice upon other coun-
tries which seem to be more or less criti-
cal or hypercritical of almost everything
that occurs here, that we were ready to
abandon our traditional system of rais-
ing an effective Army if it were necessary
to do so.

In connection with that statement,
Mr. President, I wish to make another
statement. I am not at all impressed by
the statement made in very high places
in the Government that the strength of
our voice in international affairs, in world
affairs, depends upon the strength of our
Army and of our Navy. That has never
been true of America, and it ought not
now to be true, and if it is true it is a
pitiable confession that we are not living
up to our responsibilities as a nation.

The strength of our voice in interna-
tional affairs has always depended upon
our devotion to right and to justice and
upon our willingness to defend what we
regarded as the essential and funda-
mental principles which should guide all
nations in their dealings with other na-
tions. Throughout our history we have
tried to subscribe to something like what
Edmund Burke referred to when he spoke
of that justice and sense of justice which
is a standing policy of every civilized
state,

Myr. President, I do not think the force
and power of America depend entirely
upon an Army or a Navy. They depend
upon the willingness of the American
people to support their deeper convic-
tions by bringing into being an Army
and a Navy when those principles are at
stake. But it is a matter, as I think—
although I may be “a voice crying in
the wilderness”—of some concern when
from high quarters in our Government
we are constantly reminded that if we do
not have a powerful Army and a power-
ful Navy we will have no voice in the
affairs of this earth.

I do not subscribe to that doctrine,
and I never shall. In voting against this
substitute proposal I wish it definitely
understood that I do not believe that 18-
and 19-year-old boys should be con-
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seripted for barrackroom duties through-
out the world. I do not think it is neces-
sary. But I do think that it would be
decidedly unwise to continue upon the
statute books the Selective Service Act,
with a suspension of inductions under
that act, if it be necessary to resort to it.
I express the wish and the hope that
those in charge of our armed forces,
from the commander in chief down, will
go back to the volunteer system of rais-
ing armies and forces for ocur various
services, because it has been effective in
the past except when we were actually
facing war or in the midst of war, and it
will be effective again. It will be far
more effective than the constant hue and
cry that we must maintain a fremendous
military force upon the backs of the
American people to police the world.

The American taxpayer—and by that
I mean the American worker, because
after all he is a taxpayer— will not for
long relish the idea of doing police duty
throughout the earth when he finds out
how far that kind of activity is going to
reduce his standards of living. Fortu-
nately America has largely consisted of a
great middle class, By that I mean the
workers, the farmers, and the white-col-
lar people about whom we have heard so
much recently. People of immense
wealth have constituted a mere fringe
at the top; and, fortunately for us, those
of extreme poverty have constituted no
large part of our population. Our popu-
lation has been made up largely of
middle-class people—the worker, the
farmer, the white-collar man, the pro-
fessional man, and the teacher. Two
wars in one generation have placed upon
the backs of those people a tremendous
burden. After a while they will be heard
when they see how substantially the
American standard of living is going to
be lowered by constant police duty all
over the earth, perchance on the theory
that if we have a large Army we shall
have a heavy voice in world affairs.

So, Mr. President, while I was pleased
to vote against the amendment which
brought the 18-year-old and 19-year-old
boys back under the draft, I am equally
clear in my conviction that I should vote
against the pending proposal for a con-
tinuation of the draft, with those same
men in it, but suspended so far as induc-
tions are concerned until some emer-
gency may arise,

Mr, President, I am very well aware
of the doctrine which prevails in many
parts of the world today. It is not very
dissimilar to the old doctrine that might
makes right, But we went to war against
that doctrine., The Nazis were short-
lived, and Japan was a short-lived na-
tion when she openly avowed that faith.
The strength of America has always been
in its devotion to justice and right, in
its devotion to fundamental principles,
with a firm reliance upon our people
themselves to respond in every greatb
emergency to whatever the emergency
called for in the way of manpower or
military force.

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the REecorp at this point as a part of my
remarks a letter which I have received
from J. W. Studebaker, Commissioner
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of Education, as to the percentage of
high-school graduates entering and be-
ing graduated from college, and the per-
centage of the total population with col-
lege training. I ask that it be printed
in the Recorp so that it may be avail-
able to the conferees.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

FEDERAL SECURITY AGENCY,
UNITED STATES OFFICE OF EDUCATION,
Washington, D. C., May 22, 1946.
Hon. CHAN GURNEY,
United Stotes Senate,
Washington, D. C,

Dear Mr. GURNEY: This is in reply to your
recent telephone inquiry concerning the per-
cent of high-school graduates entering and
being graduated from college, and the per-
cent of the total population with college

training.

In 1942, 16.5 percent of the high-school
graduates of 1938 were graduated from col-
lege—19.8 percent of the men and 13.7 per-
cent of the women. Of the high-school
graduates in 1939, 35.2 percent entered col-
lege—44.7 percent of the men and 26.8 per-
cent of the women.

Data taken from the 1940 United States
Census show that college graduates consti-
tute 2.9 percent of the entire population,
and that 7.1 percent of the population had
some college training. When we consider,
however, that many persons enumerated
in the census are too young to have attained
the college level, a comparison of the num-
ber of college-trained persons with the popu-
lation 20 years of age and over seems more
pertinent. On this basis 10.8 percent had
some college training and 4.4 percent were
college graduates.

We are pleased to furnish you with these
data and hope that they will serve your
purpose.

Cordially,
J. W. STUDEBAKER,
Commissioner,

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, if no
other Senator wishes to speak at the
moment, I suggest the absence of a
quorum,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

Ailken Hawkes Overton
Andrews Hayden Pepper
Austin Hickenlooper Reed
Ball Hin Revercomb
Barkley Hoey Robertson
Bridges Huffman Russell
Briggs Johnson, Colo. Saltonstall
Brooks Johnston, 8. C. Shipstead
Buck Knowland Smith

La Follette Stanfill
Bushfield Langer Stewart
Butler Lucas Taft
Capehart MeCarran Thomas, Okla

McClellan Thomas, Utah
Connally MecFarland Tobey
Cordon - McKellar Tunnell
Donnell McMahon Tydings
Downey Magnuson Vandenberg
Eastland Maybank Wagner
Ellender Mead Walsh

n Millikin Wheeler

Fulbright Mitchell Wherry
George Moore White
Green Murdock Wiley
Guffey Wilson
Gurney O’Daniel

O'Mahoney

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-
nine Senators have answered to their
names. A guorum is present.

The question is on agreeing to the
modified amendment offered by the Sen-
ator from West Virginia [Mr. REVER-
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come], for himself and other Senators,

in the nature of a substitute for the bill.
.The amendment proposed by Mr,

RevERCcOME, as modified, is as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert the following:

“That section 16 (b) of the Selective Train-
ing and Service Act of 1940, as amended, Is
amended by striking out ‘July 1, 1946' and
inserting in lieu thereof ‘May 15, 1947":
Provided, That no individual shall be in-
ducted for training and service under such
act unless the Congress by law declares that
national security requires that inductions be
resumed.

“Sec. 2. (a) There shall be discharged
from or relieved from active duty in the mili-
tary and naval forces of the United States,
as rapidly as discharge facilities will permit,
every member of such forces, or any compo-
nent part of either, who applies therefor and
who has on the date of enactment of this act
one or more children to whom he bears, or
would maintain, but for his service, a bona
fide family relationship in his home: Pro-
vided, however, That the provisions of this
section shall not apply to anyone who has
volunteered for service in the Army or the
Navy.

“{b) Bection 3 (b) of the SBelective Train-
ing and Service Act of 1940, as amended, is
amended to read as follows:

“*(b) Each man heretofore inducted un-
der the provisions of subsection (a) who
sghall have served for a training and service
period of at least 18 months shall be dis-
charged upon his written application for dis-
charge, as rapidly as discharge facilities will
permit: Provided, That the foregoing provi-
sion shall not apply to any person who has
voluntarily enlisted for a longer period of
service.'

“Sec. 3. This act shall not be deemed fo
affect the existing program of the Army and
Navy for the discharge of men in the service
on other grounds, and for other reasons not
named in this act, but shall be construed as
an additional ground and reason in the de-
mobilization and discharge of servicemen
from the Army and the Navy.

“Sec. 4. Any person discharged under the
provisions of this act shall be given and
granted an honorable discharge, unless for
cause found to be not entitled to honorable
discharge.

“g8ec. 5. The fourth proviso of the second
sentence of section 3 (a) of the Selective
Trailning and Service Act of 1940, as amended,
is amended to read a: follows: Provided fur-
ther, That on July 1, 1846, the number of
men in active training or service in the Army
shall not exceed 1,560,000, and that this
number shall be reduced consistently month
by month so that the Army's strength shall
be 1,070,000 on July 1, 1947: And provided
Jurther, That on July 1, 1947, the number of
men In active training or service in the Navy
shall be 558,000 and in the Marine Corps
108,000.

“Sec. 6. (a) The first paragraph of section 9
of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1042, as
amended, is hereby amended to read as fol-
lows:

“ ‘The monthly base pay of enlisted men of
the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast
Guard shall be as follows: Enlisted men of
the first grade, $140; enlisted men of the
second grade, $118; enlisted men of the third
grade, 8106, enlisted men of the fourth grade,
$100; enlisted men of the fifth grade, $90;
enlisted men of the sixth grade, $80; and
enlisted men of the seventh grade, §75. Chief
petty officers under acting appointment shall
be included in the first grade at a monthly
base pay of $132.

“{b) The provisions of subsection (a) of
this section shall become effective on the first
day of the first calendar month following its
enactment, and no increase in pay for any
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perlod prior thereto shall accrue by reason
of the enactment of this act.

“Sec. 7. Bection 11 of the act of March 4,
1925 (43 Stat. 1274; 34 U. 8. C. 701), is hereby
amended to read as follows:

“'Sgc. 11. That the band of the United
SBtates Marine Corps shall consist of one
leader whose pay and allowances shall be
those of a captain in the Marine Corps; one
second leader whose pay shall be $220 per
month and who shall have the allowances of
a sergeant major; 10 principal musicians
whose pay shall be $180 per month; 25 first-
class musicians whose pay shall be 8150 per
month; 20 second-class musicians whose pay
shall be $120 per month; and 10 third-class
musicians whose pay shall be $102 per month;
such musicians of the band to have the allow-
ances of a sergeant: Provided, That the sec-
ond leader and musicians of the band shall
receive the same increases for length of serv-
ice and the same enlistment allowance or
gratuity for reenlisting as is now or may
hereafter be provided fo: other enlisted men
of the Marine Corps: Provided jurther, That
the pay authorized herein shall apply in com-
puting the pay of former members of the
band now on the refired list and who have
been retired since June 30, 1922: Provided
Jurther, That in the event of promotion of
the second leader, or a musician of the band,
to leader of the band, all service as such
second leader, or as such musician of the
band, or both, shall be counted in computing
longevity increase in pay: And provided jur-
ther, That hereafter during concert tours ap-
proved by the President, members of the
Marine Band shall suffer no loss of allow-

Mr, REVERCOMB. Mr. President, on
this question I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered; and
the legislative clerk proceeded to call the
roll, and Mr. AIXEN voted in the negative
when his name was called.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr, President, a point
of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will state it.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senate is not in
order,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will be in order.

Mr, GURNEY. Mr. President, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will state it.

Mr, GURNEY. As I understand, we
are voting on the Revercomb amend-
ment as modified, and I understand that
a vote “yea” will be in favor of adopting
the amendment, and a vote “nay” will
be against adoption of the amendment.
Is that correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
correct. The vote is being taken on the
Revercomb amendment, as modified.

ﬁ‘he clerk will resume the call of the
roll,

The legislative clerk resumed calling
the roll.

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was
called). I have a general pair with the
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr.
Bankuean], Not knowing how he would
vote, I withhold my vote.

Mr. WILSON (when his name was
called). On this vote I have a pair with
the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr.
Morsel, who is detained on public busi-
ness, If he were present he would vote
“nay.” If I were permitted to vote, I
should vote “yea.”

The roll call was concluded.
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Mr. HILL, I announce that the Sen-
ator from North Carolina [Mr. BaiLey]
and the Senator from Alabama [Mr.
BankHEAD] are absent because of illness.

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
Bineol, the Senator from Nevada [Mr.
CarviLLe]l, and the Senators from Idaho
[Mr. GosseErt and Mr. TAYLOR] are absent
by leave of the Senate.

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr,
GERRY] is necessarily absent.

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Byrp],
the Senators from New Mexico [Mr.
CHAVEZ and Mr. HarcH], and the Sena-
tor from Maryland [Mr, RADCLIFFE] are
detained on public business.

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
Ei1rcore] and the Senator from Montana
[Mr. MurraY] are unavoidably detained.

I also announce that if present and
voting, the Senator from North Carolina
[Mr. BarLeyl, the Senator from New
Mexico [Mr, Harcu], the Senator from
West Virginia [Mr, Kicorel, and the
Senator from Maryland [Mr. RADCLIFFE]
would vote “nay.”

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
Maine [Mr. BRewsTErR] and the Senator
from Indiana [Mr. WiLLis] are neces-
sarily absent.

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Younc] is absent by leave of the Senate.

The result was announced—yeas 14,
nays 63, as follows:

YEAS—14
Brooks Mogpre Taft
Bushfield Revercomb Walsh
Capper Shipstead Wheeler
La Follette Stanfill Wherry
Langer Stewart

NAYS—63
Aiken Gurney Mitchell
Andrews Hart Murdock
Austin Hawkes Mpyers
Ball Hayden O'Daniel
Barkley Hickenlooper O'Mahoney
Bridges Hill Overton
Briggs Hoey Pepper
Buck Huffman Reed
Burch Johnson, Colo. Robertson
Capehart Johnston, 8. C. Russell
Connally Knowland SBaltonstall
Cordon Lucas Smith
Donnell MecCarran Thomas, Okla.
Downey McClellan Thomas, Utah
Eastland McFarland Tobey
Ellender McEKellar Tunnell
Ferguson McMahon Tydings
Fulbright Magnuson Vandenberg
George Maybank Wagner
Green Mead White
Guffey Millikin Wiley

NOT VOTING—19

Bailey Chavez Radcliffe
Bankhead Gerry Taylor
Bilbo Gossett Willis
Brewster Hatch Wilson
Butler Kilgore Young
Byrd Morse
Carville Murray

So Mr. RevErcoMmB's amendment, as
modified, was rejected.

NOMINATION OF SENATOR WARREN R.
AUSTIN TO BE REPRESENTATIVE OF
THE UNITED STATES TO THE UNITED
NATIONS AND UNITED STATES REPRE-
SENTATIVE IN THE SECURLIY COUNCIL

Mr. AIKEN, Mr, President, a few min-
utes ago I was advised of the appoint-
ment of my distinguished colleague, the
Senator from Vermont, WARReN R. Avus-
1IN, to be the representative of the
United States of America to the United
Nations, with the rank and status of
ambassador extraordinary and pleni-
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potentiary, and the representative of the
United States of America in the Secu-
rity Council of the United Nations.

Mr. President, I am no hand at mak-
ing eulogies; but if I possessed such tal-
ent, I should certainly exercise it at this
time. We in Vermont have known for
many, many years of the ability of War-
REN R. Austin. He has represented us
in this body for more than 15 years, and
during that time the Congress and the
entire country have come to recognize his
value and worth as a public servant.

We are particularly proud that he has
been appointed to this high office at this
time. We know that he will be a credit
to Vermont, to New England, and to the
entire United States, and that through
his work and influence the world will be
brought mnearer to that welcome day
when peace shall reign among all na-
tions.

I know that all Members of this body
regret that we shall not have the oppor-
tunity of working further with him in
the Senate, but we do appreciate his ap-
pointment fo this, one of the most im-
portant offices in the world today. While
Vermont will sustain a great loss in not
having him represent her longer in the
Senate, yet Vermont’s loss is not only our
national gain, but the gain of all nations
as well. In behalf of the people of my
State, and for myself, I wish publicly to
congratulate our colleague, WARREN AUs-
TIN, on his appointment,

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, I rise to
second the remarks of the Senator from
Vermont [Mr. Aixen] with reference to
the great honor which has come to our
colleague and friend, WARREN AUSTIN, in
the appointment which he has received
at the hands of the President of the
United States.

New Hampshire adjoins Vermont.
The only thing that divides us is H.O in
the form of the Connecticut River. We
have much in common.

Mr. President, I have watched WaRREN
AvsTin grow in the United States Sen-
ate. No man could be better fitted for
the grave responsibilities which have
been placed upon his shoulders than is
WARREN AvsTiN. He has a passion for
bringing order out of chaos in a troubled
world. So Isay with GEorRGE AIKEN, con-
gratulations to WarreN AvusTin and his
good wife, who has been his life’s help-
mate. Congratulations to the Senate, to
the people of the entire country, and par-
ticularly to the people of the State of
Vermont.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I
believe the President of the United
States has exercised rare judgment in
his choice of a representative of the
United States to the Security Council.
I heartily applaud the selection of
Senator Austin to this desperately im-
portant responsibility in this critical
hour, although I deeply regret his re-
tirement from the Senate.

Senator Avstin has been loyal to the
true spirit of the United Nations. He
has been intimately related to the de-
velopment of that great institution for
international peace and security. He
will faithfully sustain its objectives. I
particularly like his designation because
he has always emphasized his belief in

6341
the fact that the cardinal power of the
United Nations lies in its use of pacific
authority rather than the ultimate use
of force, even though he recognizes the
necessity of the final alternative of force
if there be no other alternative to choose.

Mr. President, I know that the Sen-
ator from Vermont will leave the Senate
with the best wishes of all his colleagues.
I know that he will be a credit to his
country, to the best welfare of which he
will continue, as he always has, to be
loyal. I congratulate him, and I con-
gratulate America and the work of the
United Nations.

Mr. SMITH. Mr, President, I rise to
join in the comments which have been
made relative to this appointment of
our distinguished friend, the Senator
from Vermont. I admit that my feel-
ings are torn by this great honor because
it will be hard for us.to lose him from
this distinguished body of which he has
been so distinguished a Member. How-
ever, at this tragic time, and in the seri-
ous crisis through which we are passing,
no person of better qualifications could
have been chosen by the President of the
United States to represent this country
in the Security Council of the United
Nations.

I wish to add my word of deep appre-
ciation for the appointment which the
President has made of a distinguished
Member of our body to represent the
United States on the Security Council
of the United Nations.

Mr. CONNALLY, Mr. President, as
chairman of the Committee on Foreign
Relations, I wish to say that Senator
AvusTtin has been a distinguished member
of that committee for a number of years.

In the development of the United Na-
tions Charter, the Senator was one of
its early supporters. He did not wait to
be argued with or convinced of the need
for the Charter. He was already con-
vinced of the utility of international co-
operation in behalf of all the people.

Iregard it as a fortunate circumstance
that he has found himseif able to accept
the high responsibility which the Presi-
dent has placed upon him. It will give
him an opportunity to render great serv-
ice to the world and, in particular, honor
and service to the people of the United
States. I wish for him a successful ca- -
reer. I know that all of his efforts will
be devoted to securing world peace,
world security, and world harmony and
cooperation. I regret, of course, that he
will leave the Senate and the committee
over which I have had the honor to pre-
side for several years. I wish him the
best of good things in the future. In
the discharge of his duties as a member
of the committee, he has brought to the
aid of his colleagues his great legal
knowledge and a wide public outlook. I
congratulate him and wish him well in
his future career.

Mr, WALSH. Mr. President, I desire
to be counted with my colleagues in ex-
tending heartiest congratulations to
Senator Austin for the distinguished
honor which has come to him, and the
opportunity it will afford him to render
a type of public service which will be
perhaps more important than any which
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he has had the opportunity of rendering
up to the present moment.

Senator AusTiN has been an outstand-
ing Member of this body. Few, if any,
could have matched his industry, his
ability, his sense of justice, and his ap-
plication to the senatorial duties which
have devolved upon him. He has made
an outstanding record as a Senator from
New England, and we are all' proud of
him, regardless of party affiliations. I
am sure that with his training and back-
ground, his experience, his learning, and
his ability, he will give a magnificent ac-
count of himself in the high office to
which he has been called.

Senator AusTiN, on behalf of my col-
league and the people‘of Massachusetts,
your neighboring people, I extend heart-
iest congratulations and best wishes for a
most successful and honorable career in
the new duties to which you have been
called.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, when I
think of the political history of the State
of Vermont, four names crowd them-
selves to my mind. I speak of them with-
out disparagement of other distinguished
men who have served that State in the
Nation’s Capital, and brought distinction
to themselves and to their constituents.

During the days of the Civil War, Judge
Jacob Collamer, of Vermont, represented
that State in this body. He was said at
that time to be the finest lawyer in the
Senate of the United States. He served
as a United States Senator, as a Member
of the National House of Representatives,
and was Postmaster General in the Cab-
inet of the President of the United States.

Mr. President, another name occurs to
me, that of Justin S. Morrill, of Vermont,
He served in the National House of Rep-
resentatives, and in this body. His serv-
ices in both Houses extended over a span
of more than 43 years, one of the longest,
if not the longest, spans of continuous
service in the two Houses of Congress in
the history of our Nation. He was the
author of {he Tariff Act of 1861 known
as the Morrill Act.

Another great name given to the Na-
tion by the State of Vermont was that of
George F. Edmunds. He served in the
National House of Representatives and in
the Senate of the United States. He was,
- for a time, President pro tempore of this
body. He served on the electoral com-
mission and heard the disputed election
case of 1876.

Those were three great names.

. Mr. President, the fourth name deserv-
ing to stand along with the ones I have
mentioned is that of our colleague, War-
REN AvusTIN. He is learned in the law,
and a seeker always of the truth. By
his eminent service, his industry, and his
rare ability; he has contributed to the
clarification of many important issues.
He has also rendered to his State and
Nation highly important service.

Mr, President, I congratulate him for
the appointment which has come to him.
I wish for him every good thing in his new
field, but I cannot refrain from express-
ing deepest personal regret in the real
sense of loss which comes to us during
these trying days in his departure from
the Senate of the United States.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I
cannot refrain from adding another word
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of tribute to the character of WARREN
AustiN. I can think of no person better
fitted for the grave and arduous duties
which he is about to assume than is he.

For more than 12 years I have had the
opportunity of serving with Senator
AUsTIN on several committees of the Sen-
ate. Ihave never known him to falter in
any issue that was presented.

The task to which he goes is great, but
if character and ability and courage and
real Americanism can accomplish the
task, Senator AusTin will succeed.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr, President,
it would not be right for me, as chairman
of the Committee on Military Affairs, to
keep my seat at such a time as this.
Senator AvsTin and I have served on this
committee together for 14 years, and
have stood shoulder to shoulder more
than once in supporting measures which
have become exceedingly constructive
legislation in the evolution of our
country.

We have served together on the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations for some
time, and worked side by side in han-
dling what now has become recognized
international law of a positive sort.

If I should try to describe Senator
AvusTIN as a statesman, I would say that
from every standpoint his actions and his
work would be connected with the word
“constructive.” If there ever was a con-
structive statesman in the United States,
a man of foresight and understanding,
and the ability to put his foresight and
understanding into workable language,
Senator AusTIiv is that man.

At this time what we need in inter-
national relations is a man who has faith
in the ability of the people of the world
to use reason and law in place of force.
In order to bring that about, constructive
statesmanship of the first order is needed.
I am sure that the President of the United
States has made no mistake in his ap-
pointment.

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, in
1792 there was a friendly rivalry between
Vermont and Kentucky as to which
should become the fourteenth State of
the Union. By a considerable amount
of brain work and some foot work Ver-
mont nosed out Eentucky, as Assault
nosed out Lord Boswell in a recent horse
race. BSince then there has never been
any rivalry between the two States ex-
cept a friendly rivalry, but there has al-
ways been a very affectionate associa-
tion between Vermont and the State of
Kentucky.

I am sure that no one here regrets more
deeply than do I the loss of the service of
Senator AusTIN as a Member of this body.
He has been and is one of the most in-
dustrious, fair, sound, level-headed men
on either side of the senatorial middle
aisle, and he possesses a high degree of
thorough understanding of the ethics of
public service, not only here, but in any
other capacity in which he might serve
the American people.

The President could not have made a
wiser choice or selected a man whose
service would add greater dignity to or
confidence in the United Nations than in
the appointment of Senator AusrtIN.

I have no right to assume who his sue-
cessor in the Senate may be when the
time comes for the selection, but I would
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hope, and I am sure I am not guilty of
any impropriety in expressing the hope,
that whoever his successor may be, he
may approach the high standard of mor-
al and intellectual service, with all the
courage and all the inner consciousness
of rectitude, which have characterized
the services of Senator AUSTIN.

I join the other Members of the Senate
in congratulating him, and I join them
in regretting his departure from this
body.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I wish to
join in the tributes which have been paid
to our friend, WARREN AusTiN. For the
past 8 years it has been my good fortune
to sit with him as a member of the
Senate Committee on Military Affairs.
Since 1940 continuously through the war,
and up to this date, that committee has
had before it many momentous, far-
reaching questions. WARREN AUSTIN has
always been at his post of duty in the
committee, contributing his great ability,
his fine understanding, and his unyield-
ing devotion.

He has indeed, Mr. President, been a
towering figure of strength in the com-
mittee and in its work. He has made
many contributions to the work of the
committee, to the work of the Senate,
to the work of the Congress, in the fight-
ing and in the winning of the war,

I, for one, shall sorely miss him, his
wise counsel, and his fine, lofty spirit of
service. I rejoice that our country is to
be represented on the United Nations
Council by such a man. I congratulate
him, I congratulate the country, I con-
gratulate the United Nations.

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, WARREN
AUsTIN, our friend and associate, a man
of high character, ability. and great ex-
perience, has been called by the Presi-
dent to represent this Nation on the
Security Council. He will bring to the
Council vision and understanding. His
background as lawyer, businessman,
Senator, student of international affairs
and law, especially qualify him for this
great position.

Mr. President, the Senate will not
seem the same to me after our associate
has departed for the Security Council.
For a number of years now I have sat
to his immediate right in the Senate.

I remember when I came to the Sen-
ate about 7% years ago and first met
him. I had heard a great deal about
WarReNy AusTIN. I found him friendly,
congenial, a man who always had his
feet on the ground, and never mentally
unpoised. While we did not always vote
alike, he has always been considerate and
helpful. All through the years as I sat
here I found him cooperative, kindly,
and, what is more, he always gave me
a sense of strength. So, Mr. President,
I think he will be a source of strength
to the Security Council.

A few nikhts ago, when it was an-
nounced in the newspapers that Mr.
Stettinius had resigned, I sat back in my
chair and thought over who might take
his place, and immediately the name of
‘WARREN AUSTIN came to my mind. Now
he has been appointed. He knows his-
tory. He knows people. He has “what
it takes” for the performance of his
duties in this high office.
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Mr. President, I am happy for Senator
AvusTIN, because this appointment pre-
sents great challenges and I know he will
prove adequate. I believe he will
strengthen the Security Council by being
the representative of this Government
on it, and at this time, when the world
is in the chaotic condition in which it
finds itself, men of Vermont character
are needed. Vermont is the old Granite
State. We need men who have convic-
tions, men who have judgment, and men
who stand by their judgment. Such a
man is WARREN AUSTIN.

I congratulate the United Nations, Mr,
President, for having the services of this
man.

Mr, AUSTIN. Mr, President and my
generous colleagues, I accept your re-
markable friendship, and I reciprocate
the sentiments which you have so lav-
ishly expressed to me. It would be trite
for me to attempt to express in words
my gratitude to you, and I need not say
that it tears my heartstrings to leave the
Senate of the United States. There are
at least 95 golden threads which will al-
ways be pulling me toward the very dear
friends with whom I have had the honor
to associate in this great deliberative
body.

I need not say that my life is enriched
by these expressions from you of your
confidence in me, and as this opportunity
comes to me to serve further a cause to
which I have been entirely devoted, you
give me strength. I am sure you in-
crease whatever power I may have by way
of persuasion, or leadership perhaps, to
help in the attainment of such a condi-
tion in the world that peace will prevail
because of the interest of all the great
and small nations of the earth in seeing
to it that never again shall war be em-
ployed as a means of determining inter-
national controversies and disputes.

Mr. President, I realize the responsi-
bility I am assuming; I have some idea
of the difficulties that are about to con-
front me; but I assure you that I go with
such determination to work for the cause
and such will to throw everything I have
and that God may give me in the future
into that cause that I fear it not. When
my associates, companions, and friends
come to me and say, “Awful glad that
you have this appointment if you want
it,” I say, “I want it.” It is like a divine
dispensation that I should have at this
time in my life and experience the oppor-
tunity to serve my country and serve
mankind in this special way.

EXTENSION OF SELECTIVE TRAINING
AND SERVICE ACT OF 1940

The Senate resumed consideration of
the bill (S. 2057) to extend the Selective
Training and Service Act of 1940, as
amended, until May 15, 1947, and for
other purposes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
bill is open to further amendment.

Mr. GURNEY, Mr. President, I believe
it was the intention of the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr., Burier] to offer an
amendment. I do not see him on the
floor. I am told he has withdrawn the
amendment,

Therefore, Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to consideration of House bill 6064 and
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that the Senate bill, as it is now per-
cted, be substituted for it, and
the House bill be passed in that fo ]

‘I‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6064)
to extend the Selective Training and
Service Act of 1940, as amended, and for
other purposes.

Mr. GURNEY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that all after the enacting clause
of the House bill be stricken out and
that the language of the Senate bill as
periected be substituted therefor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there objection? The Chair hears none,
and the House language will be stricken,
and the Senate language substituted
therefor.

The question is on the engrossment
of the amendment, and the third reading
of the bill.

The amendment was ordered to be en-
grossed, and the bill fo be read a third
time.

The bill was read the third time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore,
question is, Shall the bill pass?

Mr. GURNEY. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and
the legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was
called). On this vote I have a pair with
the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr,
BankHEAD]. Not knowing how he would
vote on this question, I withhold my
vote.

Mr. BURCH (when Mr. BYrp's name
was called). The senior Senator from
Virginia [Mr. Byrp] is detained on of-
ficial public business, If present he
would vote “yea.” He has a pair on this
question with the Senator from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. Brmeol, who, if present,
would vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen-
ator from North Carolina [Mr. BaiLEy]
and the Senator from Alabama [Mr.
BanknHEAD] are absent because of illness,

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr,
Birsol, the Senator from Nevada [Mr,
CarvirLLE], and the Senators from Idaho
[Mr. GosserT and Mr. TayLor] are ab-
sent by leave of the Senate.

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
Gerry] is necessarily absent.

The Senator from Virginia [Mr,
Bygrpl, the Senators from New Mexico
[Mr. CuAVEZ and Mr. Hatcul, and the
Senator from Maryland [Mr. RADCLIFFE]
are detained on public business.

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
Eircore] and the Senator from Montana
[Mr. Murray] are unavoidably detained.

I also announce that if present and
voting, the Senator from North Caro-
lina [Mr, BamLeyl, the Senator from Ne-
vada [Mr. CARVILLE], the Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. GerrY], the Senator
from New Mexico [Mr. Hatcu], the Sen-
ator from West Virginia [Mr. Kn.aouj,
and the Senator from Maryland [Mr.
RapcLIFFE] would vote “yea.”

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
Maine [Mr, BREWSTER] is necessarily ab-
sent,
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The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Younc] is absent by leave of the Senate,

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr,
StanFILL] is unavoidably detained. If
present he would vote “yea.”

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. WiL-
Lis], who would vote “nay,” is paired on
this question with the Senator from Ore-
gon [Mr. Morsel, who would vote “yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 68,
nays 9, as follows:

YEAS—68
Alken Gurney Murdock
Andrews Hart Myers
Austin Hawkes O'Daniel
Ball Hayden O'Mahoney
Barkley Hickenlooper Overton
Bridges Hill Pepper
Briggs Hoey Reed
Brooks Huffman Robertson
Buck Johnson, Colo. Russell
Burch Johnston, 8, C. Saltonstall
Bushfield Knowland Smith
Capehart La Follette Taft
Connally Lucas Thomas, Utah
Cordon MeCarran Tobey
Donnell MeClellan Tunnell
Downey McFarland Tydings
Eastland McKellar Vandenberg
Ellender McMahon Wagner
Ferguson Magnuson ‘Wheeler
Fulbright Maybank ‘White
George Mead Wiley
Green Millikin Wilson
Guffey Mitchell

NAYS—9
Capper Revercomb Thomas, Okla.
Langer Shipstead Walsh
Moore Stewart Wherry

NOT VOTING—19

Balley Chavez Radcliffe
Bankhead Gerry Stanfill
Bilbo Gossett Taylor
Brewster Hatch Willis
Butler Kilgore Young
Byrd Morse
Carville Murray

So the bill (H. R. 6064) was passed.

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, as one
member of the Committee on Milifary
Affairs which reported this bill to the
Senate, and speaking for all its members,
I wish to say that we appreciate the
support given the measure, and we thank
the members of the Senate for that
support.

I now ask unanimous consent that
House bill 6064 be printed, showing the
Senate amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. GURNEY, I move that the Sen-
ate insist upon its amendment, request
a conference with the House thereon,
and that the Chair appoint the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to, and the
President pro tempore appointed Mr,
Tromas of Utah, Mr. Joanson of Colo-
rado, Mr. HiLL, Mr. DOWNEY, Mr. AUSTIN,
Mr. Bripges, and Mr. GURNEY conferees
on the part of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, Senate bill 2057 will be in-
definitely postponed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had severally agreed to the
amendment of the Senate to the follow-
ing bills of the House:

H, R.1538. An act for the relief of Robert
J. Cramer;

H.R. 3094, An act conferring Jurisdiction
upon the Court of Claims of the United



States to consider and render judgment on
the clalm of the Zephyr Aircraft Corp.
against the United States;

H.R.3641. An act for the rellef of M.
Martin Turpanjian;

H.R. 3967. An act for the relief of Ahto
Walter, Lucy Walter, and the legal guardian
of Teddy Walter, a minor; and

H.R. 4400. An act for the relief of Nolan
V. Curry, individually, and as guardian of
his minor son, Hershel Dean Curry.

The message also announced that the
House had severally agreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the follow-
ing bills of the House:

H.R.210. An act for the relief of Jackson
Williams, Mrs. Lora Sally Williams, the legal
guardian of Garry E, Williams, a minor, and
the legal guardian of James Williams, &
minor;

H.R. 3018. An act for the relief of R. Fred
Baker and Crystal R. Stribling;

H.R.3100. An act for the relief of the legal
guardian of Rolland Lee Frank, a minor;

H.R.3781. An act for the relief of Mabel
M. Fischer; and

H.R.5407. An act to grant the Federal
Works Administrator certain powers with
respect to site acquisition, building construc-
tion, purchase of buildings, and other
matters.

The message further announced that
the House had severally agreed to the
reports of the committees of conference
on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendment of the Senate
to the following bills of the House:

H.R.874. An act for the relief of L. Wil=
moth Hodges;

H.R.941. An act for the relief of Mrs. C. A.
Lee, edministratrix of the estate of Ross Lee,
deceased;

H.R. 2223. An act for the relief of Cather-
ine Bode; and

H,R.3808. An act for the relief of the
estate of Willlam N. Therriault and Millicent
Therriault.

LEAVES OF ABSENCE

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to be excused from
the Senate until the 26th of June.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, leave is granted.

Mr. HART. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to be absent from the
Senate for the remainder of the sessions
this week.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., With-
out objection, leave is granted.

Mr. SALTONSTALIL. Mr. President,
I ask unanimous consent to be absent
from the session of the Senate tomorrow.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, leave is granted.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent for permission
to be absent from the Senate for 10 days.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, leave is granted.

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to be absent from the
Senate on official business from Friday

-until next Wednesday.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
out objection, leave is granted.
ORGANIZATION OF CONGRESS

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I
move that the Senate proceed to the

consideration of Senate bill 2177, Calen-
dar No. 1427,

With-
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
bill will be stated by title for the infor-
mation of the Senate.

The CHIEr CLERK. A hill (S. 2177) to
provide for increased efficiency in the
legislative branch of the Government.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
question is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Wisconsin.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to consider the bill,
which had been reported from the Spe-
cial Committee on the Organization of
Congress, with amendments.,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President,
the bill which is now the unfinished busi-
ness of the Senate is the end product of
more than a year of study, hearings, and
deliberations conducted by the Joint
Committee on the Organization of Con-
gress created pursuant to House Con-
current Resolution 18. The committee
was created in response to a widespread
congressional and public belief that a
grave constitutional crisis exists in
which the fate of representative gov-
ernment itself is at stake.

Public affairs are now handled by a
host of administrative agencies headed

by nonelected officials, with only casual

oversight by Congress.

The committee held 39 public hearings
and 4 executive sessions between March
13 and June 29, 1945. The testimony of
102 witnesses was taken, 45 of whom
were Members of the Congress. In ad-
dition, 37 Members and many interested
private citizens submitted written state-
ments. A review of all the testimony
received reveals a wide area of agree-
ment among the witnesses with respect
both to the conditions which handicap
Congress in the efficient performance of
its proper functions and with respect to
appropriat : remedies for those defects.

The joint committee submitted its re-
port on March 4, 1946. On May 13 I
introduced Senate bill 2177, which was
referred to the Special Committee on
the Organization of Congress, created by
a special resolution of the Senate to con-
sider the recommendations of the joint
committee. The measure to all intents
and purposes, and with a few very minor
exceptions, incorporates the recommen-
dations contained in the report of the
joint committee to which I have referred.

One group of proposals contained in
the measure deals with the strengthen-
ing of the policy-making functions of
the Congress. Because of the volume
and the specialized character of the work
with which beth branches of the Con-
gress must now deal, we have logically
delegated to the standing committees
of the Senate the initial work of policy
making in connection with those meas-
ures. Those committees have had a
long, distinguished, and useful history
since the Senate was first organized.
There have been several major and
minor reorganizations of the congres-
sional committee system through the
years, as new problems have arisen and
old problems have disappeared. The
system, however, has not been revamped
to meet modern conditions, since 1921.

It is my opinion and that of all mem-
bers of the joint committee, as well as
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the special committee, that the time has
come when we must make a thorough-
going reorganization of the committee
structure of the Senate. I have served
in this body for more than 20 years. I
have seen the growth in complexity of
our problems, both domestic and foreign,
until today we find ourselves confronted
with a tidal wave of intricate and diffi-
cult problems affecting both foreign and
domestic issues, which makes it impos-
sible under our present multiplicity of
committees, with overlapping jurisdic-
tions, and the multiplicity of service by
Senators upon those commitiees, to dis-
charge our enormous tasks adequately
under present cireumstances.

Today there are more than twice as
many committees in the Senate as there
are principal divisions of public policy.
Responsibility for legislative action is
scatiered among 33 standing committees.
Under the present system, as I see it,
there is no way to coordinate the activ-
ities of those 33 committees.

To remedy this situation the pending
measure proposes to simplify the com-
mittee structure and, insofar as practi-
cal, to correlate it with the departments
and agencies of the Federal Government.
It has not been possible, I should state
very frankly, to secure a complete co-
ordination of the 16 standing committees
which are proposed in this measure with
the departments of government: but
insofar as that has been practicable, a
sincere effort has been made in that
direction.

Senators will find on page 3 of the
report a list of the committees proposed
in this measure, together with the com-
mittees which are proposed to be abol-
ished and absorbed by the 16 new re-
organized committees. I shall name
them for the Recorp. The 16 new com-
mittees are Agriculture and Forestry,
Appropriations, Armed Services, Bank-
ing and Currency, Civil Service, District
of Columbia, Expenditures in Executive
Departments, Finance, Foreign Rela-
tions, Interstate and Foreign Commerce,
Judiciary, Labor and Public Welfare,
Public Lands, Public Works, Rules and
Administration, and Veterans' Affairs.

Mr. President, I think every Senator
realizes that the burden of committee
work upon Senators is especially onerous
in this body. At present the combined
membership of all the standing commit-
tees in the Senate is 481, and of the 11
major committees is 220.

In addition, theie are now 10 special
committees of the Senate with a total
membership of 87. Altogether the 96
Members of this body occupy 568 seats on
its standing and special committees, or
an average of 6 commitiee places for
each Senator.

In the House of Representatives, as
Senators will recall, there are several ex-
clusive committees, so-called; and ac-
cording to practice, a Member of the
House of Representatives serving on an
exclusive commitiee may not serve on any
other major committee of the House of
Representatives.

But today in the Senate no Senator
serves on less than three committees. In
fact, 1 Senator sits on 10 committees,
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and many serve on 7, 8, or 9. In short,
under our present structure the burden
of committee work has become almost
unbearable.

I do not say this in any sense of crit-
fcism, but I am sure that many other
Senators have had the same experience I
have had in finding it impossible to at-
tend all the sessions of all the committees
upen which we serve. Hardly a day goes
by in any week that I do not find on my
desk two or three or sometimes four
notices of committee meetings, all being
held at the same time on the same day.
Obviously, under such circumstances it
is impossible for Senators to attend all
their committee meetings and to follow
through on the consideration of legisla-
tive measures before the committees in
such a way as would be desirable not only
from the standpoint of the Members of
the Senate themselves, but also from the
standpoint of the work and service which
they could render to the Senate, to their
constituencies, and to the country. If
we simplify the committee system and
make it possible for them to give more
continuous and exclusive attention to the
commiftees upon which they serve, this
condition will be corrected.

Mr. President, in this measure we have
proposed for the first time in the history
of the rules of the Senate to define the
jurisdiction of the reorganized commit-
tees. Under the practice of the Senate,
the jurisdiction of committees has grown
up in part as a result of their names and
in part because of the general field of
legislation which they normally would
cover. Commitiees have also acquired
jurisdiction simply because they have had
the power to initiate a particular piece of
legislation, especially in a new field. As
a result of this practice, the jurisdictional
lines between our committees are con-
fused not only because they overlap, but
also because of the practice of having
jurisdiction attach to a particular com-
mittee if by chance it may have consid-
ered original legislation in some new
fleld. Through the years, as the activi-
ties of the Federal Government have
grown in scope and complexity, the result
has been, naturally, to complicate an
already complicated situation insofar as
jurisdictional conflicts between the pres-
ent committees are concerned.

It is in the hope of simplifying that
situation and, insofar as possible, of an-
ticipating and avoiding future conflicts
of jurisdiction that we have attempted
in this measure to spell out the jurisdic-
tion of the standing committees which
we propose. After many years of ob-
servation and after several years of in-
tensive study, I am convinced that the
reorganization of the committee struc-
ture of the Senate is the keystone of the
arch of improving the efficiency of this
body in discharging its tremendous leg-
islative responsibilities in the modern
world.

Having proposed the best plan we could
find after long study, and assuming the
reorganization of the committees, we
then propose to improve the staff fa-
cilities of the committees in order to en-
able them better to discharge their re-
sponsibility in the field of their jurisdic-
tion. For that purpose, the measure
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provides for the appointment to each
committee of four experts in its subject-
matter field. The bill recommends that
the experts, when appointed, shall be
certified as well qualified for their work
and shall have tenure of office on good
behavior and satisfactory performance
of their duties. Furthermore, Mr. Presi-
dent, we propose that the Appropriations
Committee shall have four staff experts
for each one of its standing subcommit-
tees, because of the enormous work load
they carry.

Having proposed to strengthen the
staff facilities available to the commit-
tees, the measure also proposes to in-
crease the staff and the services of the
Legislative Reference Service of the Li-
brary of Congress, in order that it may
provide additional aid to the committees
when they are in periods of peak op-
eration and activity, as well as to pro-
vide increased research facilities and
service to the individual members of the
House and Senate.

In order to help relieve the Members
of Congress of the tremendously in-
creased load which has come upon them
as a result of the broadened activities
of the Federal Government, we are also
proposing in this measure, Mr. President,
the appointment in the office of each
Senator and each Member of the House
of Representatives of a high-caliber ad-
ministrative assistant to perform non-
legislative duties and departmental work,
insofar as possible, of the Members of
the Congress, and to give them, there-
fore, more time for the study and con-
sideration of national legislation.

Senate bill 2177 also provides for im-
proving the policy-determining machin-
ery of the Congress by regularizing com-
mittee procedure as regards hearings,
meetjngs, and records. It would expe-
dite the reporting and would clarify the
understanding of measures submitted to
the Senate from committees. We define
the powers of committees and we deny
to the commitiees permission to sit while
the Senate or House is in session, eXcept
by special permission, with the exception
of the Committee on Rules, of the House
of Representatives.

We also propose to strengthen the rule
insofar as conference committees are
concerned, in an effort to confine them
to matters in disagreement between the
two Houses, and we propose the outlaw-
ﬁ of legislative riders on appropriation

S.

With a view to erystallizing the deter-
mination of party policy on major issues
and to strengthen party government as
an offset to organized pressure groups, we
provide in this measure for the establish-
ment of majority and minority policy
commitiees in each House of Congress.
Each of these four policy committees
would be chosen at the beginning of each
new Congress by the respective majority
and minority conferences of the two
Houses. They would consist of seven
members each.

It has been evident to all those inter-
ested in and concerned about efficient
Government, that because of the sepa-
ration of powers in our Constitution the
gap between the executive and the legis-
lative arms of the Government has been
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growing and widening throughout the
years. The Joint Committee on the Or-
ganization of Congress, and the special
Senate committee, recognized this situ-
ation and made a proposal contained in
the pending measure which we believe
will go a long way toward bridging the
gap between the legislative and executive
arms of the Government. We are pro-
posing the creation of a Joint Legisla-
tive-Executive Council to consist of the
majority policy committees in both
Houses, and of the President and mem-
bers of his Cabinet, or such of them as
he may wish to designate to serve on the
Joint Legislative-Executive Council.

I am convinced, Mr. President, that if
this proposal becomes law and is put into .
effect, it will go far in helping to mitigate
the periodic deadlocks which occur be-
tween the Executive and the Congress,
and which have caused dangerous crises
in the conduct of the Federal Govern-
ment. I believe that such a council
would tend to strengthen coordination
and cooperation between the two
branches. Naturally no institutional
procedure can be found to bridge the gap
to which I refer unless there is a will-
ingness and good will on both sides of it.
But in recent years we have seen that
much may be accomplished by even an
informal arrangement which brings to-
gether the executive branch of the Gov-
ernment and the policy-making com-
mittees of the Senate. I refer, of course,
to the experience of the subcommittee of
the Senate Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions which met initially at the invita-
tion of former Secretary of State Eull to
consider the Dumbarton Oaks proposal.

Not only the Senators who served on
that subcommittee, but, I believe, all
other Senators have full knowledge of
the important function that cooperative
relationship between the Secretary of
State and the Foreign Relations Com-
mitfee performed in helping to work out
initially the proposal which was submit-
ted at Dumbarton Oaks and subsequently
in the almost unanimous ratification of
the United Nations Charter. I am happy
to say that that informal cooperation, if
I may term it such, progressed further
as a result of the action of the Secretary
of State in taking the distinguished Sen-

.ator from Texas, the chairman of the

Foreign Relations Committee [Mr. Coxn-
NALLY], and the distinguished Senator
from Michigan [Mr. VANDENEBERG], of the
same committee, with him to Paris as his
advisers at the Paris meeting of the
Council of Foreign Ministers; and he will
take them with him again when the
Council reconvenes on the 15th of the
present month.

Mr. President, what I envision in a
joint legislative-executive council is the
opportunity for coordination and collab-
oration in many of the fields of domestic
as well as foreign policy. Not that the
policy committees would be drawn into
the administration of the law, which is
an executive responsibility, but consul-
tation with the congressional policy
committees by the Executive and his
Cabinet during the formulative stage of
legislation would make for more har-
monious relations.



6346

We likewise suggest that in connection
with matters of foreign policy and other
issues of high national importance, the
minority policy committees might be
drawn in for consultation by the joint
legislative-executive council.

Mr. President, I suggest to the majority
leader that perhaps, in view of the late
session of the Senate last evening, we
should recess now. Tomorrow I shall
attempt to summarize the other principal
provisions of the bill. I wonder if the
Senator from Kentucky believes that we
could meet at 11 o’clock tomorrow?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; definitely.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I would appre-
ciate it very much if the Senate would
meet at that time.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. BARELEY. I move that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of execu-
tive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to the consideration of
executive business.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Hay-
DEN in the chair) laid before the Senate
messages from the President of the
United States submitting sundry nomi-
nations, which were referred to the ap-
propriate committees.

(For nominations this day received,
see the end of Senate proceedings.)

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE

The following favorable report of a
nomination was submitted:

By Mr. CONNALLY, from the Committee
on Foreign Relations:

Harry J. Anslinger, of Pennsylvania, to be
the United States representative in the Com-
mission on Narcotic Drugs of the Economic
and Social Council of the United Nations.

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
be no further reports of committees, the
clerk will state the nominations on the
Executive Calendar.

NOMINATION PASSED OVER— DEPART-
MENT OF STATE

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Charles Fahy to be legal adviser
of the Department of State.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the
nomination will have to be passed over
once more on account of the absence of
the Senator who is interested im it. I
hope to dispose of it without unnecessary
delay.

FOREIGN SERVICE

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Charles Ulrick Bay to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
of the United States of America to Nor-
way.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

NATIONAL HOUSING AGENCY

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Raymond Michael Foley to be
Federal Housing Administrator in the
National Housing Agency.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.
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POSTMASTER

- 'The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Samuel J. Leach to be postmaster
at Hersey, Mich.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

THE ARMY

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Harry Hawkins Vaughan to be
major general,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

THE NAVY

The legislative clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominations in the Navy.

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Navy nominations be con-
firmed en bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the Navy nominations are con-
firmed en bloc.

THE MARINE CORFS

The legislative clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominations in the Marine Corps.

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Marine Corps nominations
be confirmed en bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nominations are confirmed
en bloc.

That completes the Executive Cal-
endar.

Mr, BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask

unanimous consent that the President

be notified at once of all confirmations
of today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the President will be forthwith
notified.

RECESS

Mr. BARKELEY. As in legislative ses-
sion, I move that the Senate take a re-
cess until 11 o’clock a. m. tomorrow,

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4
o’clock and 59 minutes p. m.) the Senate
took a recess until tomoerrow, Thursday,
June 6, 1946, at 11 o’clock a. m.

NOMINATIONS
Executive nominations received by the

Senate June 5 (legislative day of March
5), 1946:
PusLic HEALTH SERVICE

The following-named candidates for pro-
motion in the Regular Corps of the United
States Public Health Service:

Joseph E. Unsworth, assistant dental sur-
geon, to be senlor assistant dental surgeon,
effective January 3, 1946,

Carl E. Johnson, assistant dental surgeon,
to be senlor assistant dental surgeon.

In THE Navy

Midshipman Arthur H. Barlow to be an
assistant paymaster in the Navy with the
rank of ensign, from the 5th day of June
1946.

CoAsT AND GEODETIC SURVEY

The following-named employees of the
Coast and Geodetic Survey to the positions
indicated:

To be hydrographic and geodetic engineer
with rank of commander in the Coast and
Geodetle Survey, from the dates indicated:

Casper M. Durgin, June 1, 1946.

William D, Patterson, July 1, 1946,

To be hydrographic and geodetic engineer
with rank of lieutenant commander in the
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Coast and Geodetic Survey, from the dates
indicated:

Clarence A. Burmister, April 1, 1946,

" Percy L. Bernstein, June 1, 1946,

James D. Thurmond, July 1, 1946.

To be junior hydrographic and geodetic
engineer with rank of leutenant (junior
grade) in the the Coast and Geodetic Sur-
vey, from the dates indicated.

A, Gordon Anderson, December 24, 1945,

.John O. Boyer, December 24, 1045.

Wilbert M. Hellman, Dzcember 24, 1945,

Gerald L. Short, January 18, 1946.

John O. Phillips, January 18, 1846,

Robert D. Singel, February 11, 1946,

John E. Schultz, April 7, 1946.

Edwin A, Dorner, April 7, 1946.

Robert C. Darling, June 10, 1946.

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations conirmed by
the Senate June 5 (legislative day of
March 5), 1946:

FOREIGN SERVICE

Charles Ulrick Bay to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to Norway.

NaTtroNAL HoUSING AGENCY

Raymond Michael Foley to be Federal
Housing Administrator in the National
Housing Agency for a term of 4 years from
June 30, 1946.

IN THE ARMY
TEMPORARY APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY OF THE
UNITED STATES -

Harry Hawkins Vaughan to be a major
general.

In THE Navy
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY

Robert B. Carney to be vice admiral, for
temporary service,

Robert N. Barker to be ensign from June
5, 1946, in lleu of appointment as an assist-
ant paymaster in the Navy with the rank of
ensign as previously nominated and con-
firmed.

Raymond W. Sitz to be assistant pay-
master with the rank of ensign from June 5,
19486, in lieu of appointment as a second lleu-
tenant in the Marine Corps as previously
nominated and confirmed.

IN THE MARINE CORPS
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS
Robert H. Wilson Richard B. Cropley
William T: Sweetman Donald J. Gehri
Gilbert Percy Edward R. Agnew, Jr. .
Judson C. Richardson, Thomas J. Bardon

Jr. Charles L. Schroeder
Thomas D. Stockwell, John N. Snapper

Jr. Byron C. Allison

POSTMASTER
MICHIGAN
Samuel J. Leach, Hersey.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 5, 1946

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor
of the Gunton-Temple Memorial Pres-
byterian Church, Washington, D. C.,
offered the following prayer:

O Thou eternal God, who art man's
unfailing friend, may we now be lifted
by the mighty tides of Thy spirit into the
glad assurance that Thou art willing and
able to supply our many needs.
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We are bringing unto Thee our sins
and shortcomings, our failures and
follies, our perils and perplexities, and
all the dark and confused areas of our
lives, praying that our minds and hearts
may be purged and empowered for the
tasks and responsibilities of this new day.

Grant that we may meet each chal-
lenging experience with strength of soul
and release from all tension. May dis-
couragement, despair, and defeatism be
supplanted by determination, courage,
and hope. Give us joy and peace in be-
lieving that the prospects for the final
triumph of truth and righteousness are
as radiant and glorious as the promises of
the Lord God Omnipotent.

Hear us in Christ’s name. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of
yesterday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced
that the Senate agrees to the amend-
ments of the House to a bhill of the
Senate of the following title:

8.1776. An act to authorize the exchange
of certain land at the Benicla Arsenal, Calif.

The message also announced that the
President pro tempore has appointed Mr,
BargLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of
the joint select committee on the part
of the Senate, as provided for in the
act of August 5, 1939, entitled “An act
to provide for the disposition of certain
records of the United States Govern-
ment,” for the disposition of executive
papers in the following Departments and
Agencies:

1. Department of Agriculture.

2. Department of the Navy.

3. Department of War.

4, Federal Communications Commis-
sion.

5. General Accounting Office.

6. National Advisory Committee for
‘Aeronaufics.

7. Petroleum Administration for War,

8. United States Railroad Retirement
Board.

CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEE ON THE POST
OFFICE AND POST ROADS

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit
a privileged resolution (H. Res. 650) and
ask for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

Resolved, That Georce D. O'BRiEN of the
State of Michigan, be and he is hereby,
elected chairman of the standing committee
of the House of Representatives on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

The resolution was agreed to.
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. PLUMLEY (at the request of Mr.
MarTIN of Massachusetts) was granted
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an editorial.

Mr. DINGELL asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include a statement made
before the Senate Committee on Labor
and Education by Harry Reuther, presi-
dent, UAW-CIO.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
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marks in the Recorp and include a very
able address delivered by my distin-
guished colleague from Tennessee [Mr.
Davis] on last Saturday at the ceremony
held in the Library of Congress on the
one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of
the admission of the State of Tennessee
to the Union.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee?

There was no objection.

ARMY MEDICAL LIBRARY

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from
Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, on June
3 the New York Times carried an article
relative to the plans announced by Maj.
Gen. Norman T. Kirk, the Surgeon Gen-
eral of the Army, calling for a new Army
Medical Research and Graduate Train-
ing Center. These plans include an In-
stitute of Pathology, a School of Global
Medicine, and a special general hospital
of 1,000 beds to receive men with rare
maladies where these can be studied and
cures possibly found. Both military
and civilian specialists will treat these
patients.

The Army Institute of Pathology
serves not only the Army but the Vet-
erans’ Administration and other Govern-
ment agencies, as well as the civilian
medical world as does the extraordinarily
fine medical museum of the Institute cf
Pathology. Increasing its capacity will
add much to all these services.

The Army Medical Library is the finest
in the world, and I have been one of those
who have joined with the Army medical
man in anxiety over an adequate home
for these wonderful books. Nothing
must be allowed to prevent the consum-
mation of this plan for its security.

It is with the greatest enthusiasm that
I welcome the announcement, and hope
that this Congress will recognize the far-
reaching benefits that will accrue from
such a centfer and take steps to bring it
into being.

INCREASED PENSIONS TO CERTAIN MEM-
BEERS OF THE REGULAR ARMY, NAVY,
MARINE CORPS, AND COAST GUARD

Mr. EELLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the bill
(H. R. 3908) to provide increased pen-
sions to members of the Regular Army,
Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast Guard
who become disabled by reason of their
service therein during other than a pe-
riod of war.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, re-

serving the right to object, I just want
to compliment our chairman for bring-

ing out this bill. I think it is a grand
bill and we should all go along with it.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. KeLLey]?

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That paragraph II of
part II of Veterans' Regulation No. 1 (a),
as amended, is amended to read as follows:

“II. For the purposes of part II, paragraph
I (a) hereof, if the disability results from
injury or disease—

“{a) If and while the disability is rated 10
percent the monthly pension shall be $10.35.

“(b) If and while the disability is rated
20 percent the monthly pension shall be
$20.70.

“(e) If and while the disability is rated 30
percent the monthly pension shall be $31.05.

*“(d) If and while the disability is rated 40
percent the monthly pension shall be $41.40.

“(e) If and while the disability is rated 60
percent the monthly pension shall be $51.75.

“(f) If and while the disability is rated 60
percent the monthly pension shall be $62.10,

“(g) If and while the disability is rated 70
percent the monthly pension shall be $72.45.

“(h) If and while the disability is rated
80 percent the monthly pension shall be
$82.80.

“(i) If and while the disability is rated 90
percent the monthly pension shall be $93.15.

*“(1) If and while the disability is rated as
total the monthly pension shall be $103.50.

“(k) If the disabled person, as the result
of service-incurred disability, has suffered the
anatomical loss or loss of use of one foot,
or one hand, or blindness of one eye, having
only light perception, the rate of pension
provided in part II, paragraph II, subpara-
graphs (a) to (j), shall be increased by
$31.50 per month; and in the event of ana-
tomical loss or loss of use of one foot, or one
hand, or blindness of one eye, having only
light perception, in addition to the require-
ment for any of the rates specified in sub-
paragraphs (1) to (n), inclusive, of part II,
paragra 1I, as herein amended, the rate
of pension shall be increased by $31.50 per
month for each such loss or loss of use but
in no event to exceed $270 per month,

“(1) If the disabled person, as the result
of service-incurred disability, has suffered the
anatomical loss, or loss of use of both hands,
or both feet, or of one hand and one foot,
or is blind in both eyes, with 5/200 visual
acuity or less, or is permanently beridden or
so helpless as to be in need of regular aid and
attendance, the monthly pension shall be
$180.

“{m) If the disabled person, as the result
of service-incwrred disability, has suffered
the anatomical Ioss or loss of use of two
extremities at a level, or with complications,
preventing natural elbow or knee action with
prosthesis in place, or has suffered blindness
in both eyes, rendering him so helpless as to
be in need of regular aid and attendance, the
monthly pension shall be $211.50,

“(n) If the disabled person, as the result
of service-incurred disability, has. suffered
the anatomical loss of two extremities so near
the shoulder or hip as to prevent the use of
a prosthetic appliance or has suffered the
anatomical loss of both eyes, the monthly
pension shall be $238.50,

“{o) If the disabled person, as the result of
service-incurred disability, has suffered dis-
ability under conditions which would entitle
him to two or more of the rates provided in
one or more of the subparagraphs (1) to (n),
inclusive, of part II, paragraph II, of this
regulation, no econdition being considered
twice in the determination, or has suffered
total deafness in combination with total
blindness with 5/200 visual acuity or less,
the monthly pension shall be 270,
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“(p) In the event the disabled person's
service-incurred disabilities exceed the re-
quirements for any of the rates prescribed
herein, the Administrator, in his discretion,
may allow the next higher rate or an inter-
mediate rate, but in no event In excess of
$270."

S8Eec. 2. The increased rates provided by this
act shall be effective from the first day of the
first month following the passage of this
act, and shall be deemed to include the 15
percent increase in the rate of compensation
or pension payable for service-incurred dis-
ability under Public Law 469, Seventy-eighth
Congress, December 7, 1944,

With the following committee amend-
ment:
On page 4, line 17, strike out “first month"
and insert “second month.”
PURPOSES OF THE LEGISLATION

Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania. The
general purposes of the legislation is to
liberalize the now existing benefits pay-
able to peacetime veterans for service-
connected disabilities. At the present
time, peacetime veterans are receiving
approximately 75 percent of the monthly
rates now being paid to war veterans for
similar service-connected disabilities.
The present peacetime pension rates
range from $8.62 per month for a 10-
percent disability to $86.25 per month
for total disability and up to $225 per
month for specific disabilities. War vet-
erans receive $11.50 per month for a 10-
percent disability and $115 per month
for total disability and up to $300 per
month for specific disabilities. The bill
under consideration would increase the
pension rates of peacetime veterans from
£8.62 per month to $10.35 per month for
a 10-percent disability and from $86.25
per month for total disability to $103.50
per month and up to $270 per month for
specific disabilities. Your commitee is of
the opinion that the 90-percent ratio is
equitable in light of all the facts pre-
sented to the committee.

COST OF THE LEGISLATION

The Veterans’ Administration has esti-
mated that this bill would affect ap-
proximately 38,800 peacetime veterans at
a minimum cost of $3,445,000 for the
first year.

EXPLANATION OF THE AMENDMENT
The amendment on page 4, line 15, of

the bill provides that the effective date .

be on the first day of the “second month”
following the enactment instead of the
first day of the “first month.” General
Bradley advised the committee at the
hearing on May 7 that if the bill were
enacted late in the month, the Veterans’
Administration would find it impractical
to effectuate the increases as promptly or
as efficiently as would be the case if the
effective date were fixed as the first day
of the second month following the pas-
sage of the act. General Bradley sug-
gested this amendment and your com-
mittee agreed with him.

The committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
Mr. BIEMILLER asked and was given
permussion to extend his remarks in the
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Recorp and include a speech by Hon.
Thurman Arnold.

REV. HARVEY H, SPRINGER

Mr. KELEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for
1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks and include a copy of a letter
and a copy of a telegram.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. KLEIN. Mr. Speaker, on May 13
on the floor of the House I decried the
fact that one Harvey Springer was to
testify before the Committee on Un-
American Activities. As I stated at that
time, he was a supporter of Gerald B.
Winrod, one of the defendants in the
sedition trial, and Gerald L. K. Smith,
It has been called to my attention that
Torrey M. Johnson, president of Youth
for Christ, has written to Mr. Springer
as follows:

FEBRUARY 4, 1946,
Rev. HARVEY H. SPRINGER,
Englewood, Colo.

Dear Mr. SPrINGER: I am enclosing for
your information a copy of a telegram which
we sent to the press last July.

Youth For Christ is 100 percent a reli-
gious organization and strictly nonpolitical.
We want nothing whatever to do with you,
Gerald Winrod, Gerald L. K, Smith, Kenneth
Goff, or any men of your character,

We resent your intrusion upon a purely
spiritual work with your political axes, and
other things which you have to grind.

We have repudiated you—we do now re-
pudiate you—and we will forever repudiate
men of your character and conduct.

Most sincerely yours,
Tozrey M. JOHNSON,
President.

The telegram referred to follows:
Winowa Lake, Inp., July 27, 1945,

It has come to our attentlon that a so-
called American Youth for Christ under the
wing of Gerald L. K, Smith and headed by a
Carl Mote has been formed.

We want to inform you that Youth for
Christ International, an organization now
headed by Dr. Torrey Johnson, of Chicago,
newly elected president, whose convention
has just closed at Winona Lake, Ind., has
never had and does not now have and will
not have anything to do with any organiza-
tion headed by Gerald L. K. Smith or any
other figure who uses religlon to help grind
his political axes. We have always felt that
religion and politics do not mix.

We have had no relationship whatsoever
to Gerald L. K, Smith or any other pseudo
political groups and do not intend to have
any in the future,

Yours respectfully,
COMMITTEE,
YoUTH FOR CHRIST INTERNATIONAL,

INTERNATIONAL BANK FOR RECON-
STRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT

Mr. THOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to address the House for
1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from. Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. THOM. Mr. Speaker, as a mem-
ber of the Banking and Currency Com-
mittee, which reported out the bill creat-
ing the International Bank for Recon-
struction and Development, I wish to
express gratification with the choice of
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Mr. Eugene Meyer, of Washington, as
head of the new institution.

His broad background of financial ex-
perience, and his long service in various
Government capacities, together with his
independent mind, fit him preeminently
for this assignment.

He is one of a too limited class of
Americans who, having achieved a finan-
cial competency, is willing to enter the
public service, and be exposed to the
criticism and, oftentimes, abuse that in
a democratic society comes down on the
head of a public official.

At his age, it would be natural for him
to choose the easier path of a private
citizen, but, instead, he demonstrates
that he is willinz to give the last precious
years of his life {o the service of free
government, which has given the oppor-
tunity to him for success in so many
fields.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. ROBERTSON of Virginia asked
and was given permission to extend his
remarks in the ReEcorp and include an
article which appeared in last month's
issue of the National Grange Monthly
entitled “On the Industrial Front.”

Mr. HART asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and include an
address delivered in Jersey City by Mr.
Joseph F. Stack, commander in chief of
the Veterans of Foreign Wars.

Mr. PRICE of Illinois asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
in the REcorp and include an address by
Maj. Gen. Glenn A. Edgerton before the
National Association of Purchasing
Agents in Chicago on May 29,

GOV. EARL WARREN, OF CALIFORNIA,
REPUBLICAN "WHITE HOPE"” FOR 1948

Mr. JOHNSON of California, Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, it is my great pleasure to an-
nounce that my most distinguished
constituent, Gov. Earl Warren, yesterday
probably captured both nominations for
the governorship of California. This
feat, thought impossible, makes him the
No. 1 man for the Republican nomina-
tion for President in 1948.

Why did Governor Warren so capti-
vate the electorate that the voters in
both parties picked him as their candi-
date? Briefly, here are the reasons: He
was an excellent governor; he did not
play partisan politics in putting over his
program; he is absolutely honest and will
carry out his promises; he has courage;
and finally he has that human touch
that makes people have confidence in

He was opposed by a strong man,
Attorney General Kenny. Kenny was
the darling of the ultraliberals and was
considered a great vote getter. He
sought to belittle Governor Warren, but
every attack proved to be a boost for the
Governor and an endorsement of the
program he carried out. The people
knew their Governor and his record.
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They had such confidence in him that
yesterday they assured his reelection by
making him the nominee of both parties.

Not since 1914, when Hiram Johnson
was reelected, has California reelected a
governor.

THE BRITISH LOAN

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for
1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, each Mem-
ber of this Congress owes $2,000 on the
$2175,000,000,000 public debt. Each Mem-
ber has about 300,000 people in his dis-
trict and each one of those constituents
owes $2,000. That means that each con-
gressional district owes $600,000,000 of
the debt. Now they are asked to give
$30 more each to make this loan a gift
to Great Britain. How many of your
constituents want to do it? Ask them.
That means that you are going to bur-
den your own people with $9,000,000
more debt in each congressional district.
What do you think your people are going
to say when you obligate them for an
additional sum of $9,000,000 as a gift?
Now, remember, this is not going to be
paid back, because in this proposal to
make this loan you are canceling what
we lent them, or furnished them under
lend-lease. You thought we were going
to get it back, but we are going to cancel
it just as I said would happen. The pro-
posed loan will be a gift, we all know that,
so let us admit it without fooling our
people. It may mean our downfall
financially. We cannot afford to take
such chances. We should prohibit the
State Department and Treasury Depart-
ment from entering into such agree-
ments for and on behalf of our people.
This is bureaucratic government of the
first magnitude and of the gravest con-
sequences to our national welfare.

Congress, you will wreck America
unless you defeat this gift. I ask you
where are you going to get the money?
Spend your money in America helping
the American people to get the things
they need. Americans need all the help
you can give them.

CHESTER BOWLES AND HIS GANG
SHOULD QUIT

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, Chester
Bowles and his gang should quit. Last
night over the radio he gave a perfect
example of one whose sins had found him
out. Slashing out in every direction in
an attempt to defend himself he sur-
passed any of his previous efforts to dis-
tort the facts and to deceive the Ameri-
can people.

Claiming that he had prevented in-
flation by holding the line, he at the same
time decried the fact that burning in-
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flation was raging gverywhere in the
country.

Maintaining that his policies as to
price control were wise and proper, he
admitted that he had been compelled to
increase prices of many commodities.

Acknowledging that he and his gang
were losing their fight, he sought to rally
the veterans to his aid by artful mis-
representation. He would have them be-
lieve that Congress was waging a terrific
fight to abandon rent control. He must
have known that this is not true. He
failed to tell them how many new houses
he and those of his viewpoint have ready
for occupancy by veterans.

If the theories and practices of Chester
Bowles and Paul Porter have been suc-
cessful and should be continued, pray tell
me why the whole country cannot get
bread, butter, and meat—the three most
necessary commodities.

Never before have I heard any bureau-
crat abuse the Senate of the United
States with the arrogance which he dis-
played last night. He is not an elected
official of the Government and should
not assume to abuse those who have been
elected by the people of their respective
sovereign States to represent them in
matters of legislation.

Chester Bowles has become badly in-
flated. He should be deflated by Con-
gress and his resignation demanded.

NOLAN V. CURRY

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker's desk the bill (H. R. 4400) for
the relief of Nolan V. Curry, individually,
and as guardian for his minor son, Her-
shel Dean Curry, with Senate amend-
ment thereto, and concur in the Senate
amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amendment,
as follows: r

Page 1, line 5, strike out all after "to” over
to and including “accident™ in line 8 on page
2 and insert “the legal guardian of Hershel
Dean Curry, a minor, the sum of 1,000 for
the personal ln]urles sustained by said Her-
shel Dean Curry as the result of an accident
which oecurred on January 21, 1945, on
Hemphill Street in Fort Worth, Tex. in-
volving an Army vehicle.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was concurred
in,

The title was amended so as to read:
“An act for the relief of the legal guard-
ian of Hershel Dean Curry, a minor.”

A motion to reconsider was laid en the
table.

MABEL M. FISCHER

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker's desk the bill (H. R. 3781) for
the relief of Mabel M. Fischer, with
Senate amendments thereto, and concur
in the Senate amendments.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ments, as follows:

Page 1, line 6, after “Fischer,” insert “and

to Nora M. Steinmetz, widow of Frank L.
Bteinmetz, each.”
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Page 1, line 8, strike out “her husband”
and insert “their husbands.”

Page 1, line 8, after “Fischer” Insert “and
Frank L. Steinmetz."

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no cbjection.

The Senate amendments were con-
curred in.

The title was amended so as to read:
“An act for the relief of Mabel M. Fischer
and Nora M. Steinmetz.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

M. MARTIN TURPANJIAN

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 3641) for
the relief of M. Martin Turpanjian, with
Senate amendment thereto, and agree to
the Senate amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amendment,
as follows:

Page 1, line 5, strike out “$1,186" and in-
sert “'$2,500.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was concurred

'A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

JACK WILLIAMS AND MRS. LORA SALLY
WILLIAMS

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Spesker’s desk the bill (H. R. 210) for
the relief of Jack Williams and Mrs.
Lora Sally Williams, with Senate amend-
ment thereto and concur in the Senate
amendment,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amendment
as follows:

Page 1, line 5, strike out “Jacksom” and
insert “Jack.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was concurred
in.

The title was amended so as to read:
“An act for the relief of Jack Williams;
Mrs. Lora Sally Williams, the legal
guardian of Garry E. Williams, a minor,
and the legal guardian of James Wil-
liams, a minor.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

ROBERT J. CRAMER

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R, 1538) for
the relief of Robert J. Cramer, with Sen-
ate amendment thereto, and concur in
the Senate amendment.

The Clérk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read fthe Senate amend-
ment, as follows:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$5,122.23" and in-
sert “$3,051.61."
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was concurred
in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

AHTO WALTER ET AL.

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H.R. 3967), for
the relief of Ahto Walter, Lucy Walter,
and Teddy Walter, with Senate amend-
ment thereto, and concur in the Senate
amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amendment
as follows:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$3,200” and in-
sert “$2,680.55."

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was concurred
in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

R. FRED BAKER AND CRYSTAL R.
STRIELING

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 3018) for
the relief of R. Fred Baker and Crystal R.
Stribling, with Senate amendments
thereto and concur in the Senate amend-
ments,

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ments, as follows:

Page 1, line 5, strike out “R. Fred Baker
the sum of 350 and to pay.”

Page 1, line 6, after “Stribling”, insert “, of
Columbia, 8. C.”

Page 1, lines 6 and 7, strike out “hoth of
Columbia, 8. C.”

Page 1, line 8, strike out “property dam-

o
agPage 1, line 9, after “injuries”, insert “sus-
talned by her.”

Page 1, line 9, after “expenses”, insert
“incurred.”

Page 1, line 10, strike out "a collision with
an” and insert “an accident involving an.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendments were con-
curred in,

The title was amended so as to read:
“An act for the relief of Crystal R. Strib-
ling.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

ZEPHYR AIRCRAFT CORP,.

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 3094) con-
ferring jurisdiction upon the Court of
Claims of the United States to consider
and render judgment on the clainr of the
Zephyr Aircraft Corp. against the United
States, with a Senate amendment there-
to, and concur in the Senate amendment,

The Clerk read the title of the bill,
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The Clerk read, the Senate amend-
ment as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert “That jurisdiction is hereby conferred
upon the Court of Claims of the United
States to hear, determine, and render judg-
ment on the claim of the Zephyr Alrcraft
Corp., as successor to the Lenert Alrcraft
Corp., against the United States for compen-
sation for damage, injury, and losses suffered
by the said Lenert Aircraft Corp.. because of
the refusal by officials of the War Department
to make a contract with the said Lenert Air-
craft Corp. in compliance with section 10 of
the act of July 2, 1926 (44 Stat. 784), pursu-
ant to a design competition for the procure-
ment of primary training planes, which was
projected by circular proposal 39-635, dated
March 11, 1939.

“Sec. 2. In the determination of such
claim, the United States shall be held liable
for damages, and for any act committed by
any of its officers or employees, to the same
extent as if the United States were a private
person.

“Eec. 3. Sult upon this claim may be insti-
tuted at any time within 1 year after the
passage of this act, notwithstanding the
lapse of time, laches, the form and content
of protest, and supporting papers thereof.
Proceedings upon the determination of such
claim and eppeals from the payment of any
Jjudgment thereon, shall be in the same
manner as in the case of claims over which
the court has jurisdiction under section 145
of the Judiclal Code, as amended.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

: The Senate amendment was concurred
n.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the

tahble,

JOSEPH E. BENNETT

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 2091) for
the relief of Joseph E. Bennett, with a
Senate amendment thereto, disagree to
the Senate amendment, and ask for a
conference with the Senate.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none, and appoints the following
conferees: Mr. McGEeHEE, Mr. HEDRICK,
and Mr. JENNINGS.

ANDRE DACHARRY

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 2192) for
the relief of Andre Dacharry, with a Sen-
ate amendment thereto, disagree to the
Senate amendment, and ask for a con-
ference with the Senate.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none and appoints the following
conferees: Mr. McGEeEHEE, Mr, JENNINGS,
and Mr. Comss.

FEDERAL WORES ADMINISTRATOR

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 5407) to
grant to the Federal Works Administra-
tor certain powers with respect to site
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acquisition, building construction, pur-
chase of buildings, and other matters,
with Senate amendments thereto, and
concur in the Senate amendments.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ments, as follows:

Page 1, lines 9 and 10, strike out “'to pur-
chase and remodel buildings”, and insert
“to purchase buildings either unencumbered
or subject to existing leases where in his de-
termination it is advantagecus to do so and
to remodel the same.”

Page 2, strike out lines 5 and 6, and in-
sert “the unobligated balances of appro-
priations heretofore made for the construc-
tion of projects outside the District of Co-
lumbia are hereby made available for this
purpose.”

Page 2, strike out all after “$2,000,000"
down to and including “purpose.” in line
10, and insert “Funds for this purpose are
hereby made available from the unobligated
balances of appropriations heretofore made
for the construction of buildings outside the
District of Columbia.”

Page 5, line 22, after “apply” insert “to
communications systems for handling mes-
sages of a confidential or secret nature, or.”

Page 5, line 24, after “operated” insert “or
occupied.”

Page 6, strike out lines 3 to 11, inclusive,

Page 6, line 12, strike out “9" and in-
sert “8."

Page 6, line 22, strike out “10" and in-
sert “9."

Page 7, line 11, strike out “11” and in-
sert "10.,”

Page 7, line 22, strike out "12"” and in-
sert “11.”

The SFEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

Mr. RICH. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, will the gentleman explain the Sen-
ate amendments? Is the committee sat-
isfied with the Senate amendments?

Mr. LANHAM. Yes; insofar as this
request for agreement is concerned.
This is a bhill which was passed unani-
mously by the House. The Senate
struck out one provision of the bill and
improved the language of one or two
other provisions. The only new provi-
sion in it is with reference to exchanging
one site for another out in the district
represented by the gentleman from Ore-
gon [Mr. ANGELL].

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Texas? :

There was no objection.

The Senate amendments were con-
curred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. GATHINGS asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp, and further to extend his re-
marks and include an editorial from the
Indianapolis Star.

Mr. JENSEN asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp and include an editorial from the
Woodbine Twiner about John McKinney,
national champion speller.

Mr. FARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, on
yesterday I was given permission to in-
clude in the Appendix of the Recorp a
speech by the former Secretary of the
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. Patterson with Mr. Ellsworth,
. Tolan with Mr. Stevenson.
. Heffernan with Mr. Dworshak.
. Torrens with Mr., Brown of Ohlo.
. Holifleld with Mr. Dirksen.
. Vinson with Mr. H. Carl Andersen,
. Hook with Mr. Dolliver.
. McCormack with Mr. Anderson of Cali-*
lornia,
Mr. Izac with Mr, Bennett of Missourl.
Mr. Wood with Mr. Hartley.
Mr. Jackson with Mr, Beall.
Mr. Roe of New York with Mr. Reed of
Ilinois.
Mr. Slaughter with Mr. Thomas of New
Jersey.
Mr. Hendricks with Mr. Bishop,
Mr. Lea with Mr. Johnson of Indiana.
Mr. Bailey with Mr. Fulton,
Mr. O'Neal with Mr. Clason.
Mr. Barry with Mr. Brumbaugh.
Mr, Spence with Mr. Chenoweth.
Mr. Fernandez with Mr. Martin of Iowa.
Mr. Bunker with Mr. Plumley.
Mr. Durham with Mr. Mundt,
Mr. Elliott with Mr. Reece of Tennessee.
Mr. Combs with Mr. Simpson of Illinois.
Mr. Engle of California with Mr, Rees of
+ Kansas.
Mr. Courtney with Mr. Smith of Ohio.
Mr. Gardner with Mr. Rizley.
Mr. Dawson with Mr, Sundstrom,
Mrs. Norton with Mr. Welch.
Mr. Daughton of Virginia with Mr. Cun-
ningham.

EEREEEEE

Mr, CANNON of Missouri changed his_

vote from “yea” to “nay.”
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

ELECTION TO COMMITTEES

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina.
Mr. Speaker, Loffer a resolution (H. Res.
651) and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

Resolved, That Eviza JANE Pratr of the
State of North Carolina be, and she is hereby,
elected a member of the following standing
‘committees of the House of Representatives:
Pensions, Territories, Flood Control.

The resolution was agreed to.
CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I make the point of order that a quorum
is not present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum is
not present now.

Mr, SMITH of Virginia. Mr, Speaker,
I move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names:

[Roll No. 142]
Allen, 11, Clements Fuller
Andersen, Cochran Fulton

H. Carl Colmer Gardner
Anderson, Calif. Combs Gearhart
Baldwin, Md. Courtney Gibson
g:tgls. Ky gox ningh Gordon

A un am Granger
Bennett, Mo, Curley Hagen
Bishop Daughton, Va. Hale
Bonner wson Hall,
Boykin Dirksen Leonard W.
‘Brown, Ohlo Dolliver Halleck
Brumbaugh Douglas, Calif. Hartley
Buckley Durham Hedrick
Bunker Dworshak Heffernan
Campbell Elliott Hohbbs
Canfield Ellis Hoffman
Case, N. J. Hook
Case, S, Dak Elsaesser Izac
Chapman Engle, Calif. Jackson
Chenoweth Ervin Jenkins
Clason Fernandez Johnson, Ind.
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Jones Outland Smith, Ohio
Kean Pace Sparkman
Kefauver Patrick Spence

. Eeogh Patterson Stefan
Kilday Pfeifer Stevenson
King Ploeser Stewart
LaFollette Plumley Sumners, Tex.
Lea Pratt Sundstrom
Luce Rabaut Taylor

udlow Reece, Tenn. Thomas, N. J.

Lyle Rizley Tolan
MeCormack Robertson, Torrens
McGlinchey N. Dak. Towe
Mahon Robinson, Utah Vinson
Mankin Roe,N. Y. Vorys, Ohio
Martin, Iowa  Sabath Vursell
May Schwabe, Mo. Wadsworth
Merrow Schwabe, Okla. Welch
Monroney Shafer White
Mundt Sharp Winstead
Murphy Sheppard Winter
Norton Sheridan Wolfenden, Pa.
O'Neal Simpson, Ill. Wood
0O'Toole Slaughter

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 260
Members have answered to their names,
a quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with.

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar
Wednesday.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I want to
know whether these hills to be called on
Calendar Wednesday are to be consid-
ered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole?

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order there is not a quorum
present.

The SPEAKER. There has been no
business transacted as yet. The Clerk
will call the committees.

The Crerg. The Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order there is not a quorum
present,

Mr. KEEFE, Mr. Speaker, a point of
order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, I make the
point of order that the point of order
raised by the gentleman from Mississippi
is purely dilatory. Under section 10, rule
XVI of the House, the Chair having just
announced that a quorum is present, it is
obvious that the point of order made by
the gentleman from Mississippi is a
purely dilatory motion and should not
under the rules of the House be enter-
tained by the Speaker.

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, in my
opinion it does not lie within the province
of any Member of the House to criticize
or impugn the motive of any other Mem-
ber when he makes a point of order in
connection with any procedure on the
floor of the House. Important legislation
is contemplated being taken up and I
observe on the floor at present that evi-
dently there is not a quorum present and
I therefore make the point of order that
a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. The Chair, of course,
has the right under - certain circum-
stances to hold that motions are dilatory
but a point of no quorum is a question of
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very high privilege. The Chair will not
state what he will do at other times.
The gentleman makes the point of order
that a quorum is not present. The Chair
will count. [After counting.] One hun-
dred and thirty-three Members are pres-
ent; not a quorum.

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
Imove a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names:

[Roll No. 143]

Andersen, Gibson Ploeser

H. Carl Gordon Plumley
Anderson, Calif. Gossett Poage
Andrews, N. Y. Granger Pratt
Arnold Gregory Rabaut
Balley Hagen Rains
Baldwin, Md. Hall, Reece, Tenn.
Bates, Ky. Leonard W. Richards
Beall Halleck Riley
Bennett, Mo. Hartley Rizley
Bishop Hedrick Robertson,
Boykin Heffernan N. Dak.
Brown, Ohio Hendricks Robinson, Utah
Brumbaugh Hobbs Roe, N. ¥,
Buckley Hoffman Russell
Buffett Hook Schwabe, Mo.
Bulwinkle Izac Schwabe, Okla.
Bunker Jackson Shafer
Campbell Jarman Sharp
Canfield Jennings Sheppard
Cannon, Mo. Johnson, Ind, Sheridan
Case, N. J. Johnson, Simpson, 11,
Celler Luther A. Slaughter
Chapman Jones Smith, Ohlo
Chenoweth Kean Sparkman
Clark Kefauver Spence
Clason Keogh Stefan
Clements Kerr Stevenson
Cochran Kilburn Stewart
Colmer Kilday Stockman
Combs King Sumner, Ill.
Courtney Kinzer Sumners, Tex.
Cox LaFollette Sundstrom
Crawford Lanham Taylor
Cunningham Lea Thomas, N. J.
Curley Luce Thomas, Tex.
Daughton, Va. Ludlow Tolan
Dawson Lyle Torrens
Dirksen McCormack Towe
Dolliver McGlinchey Trimble
Douglas, Calif, Mahon Vinson
Drewry Maloney Vorys, Ohio
Durham Mankin Wadsworth
Dworshak Martin, Jowa  Weaver
Elliott Mundt Welch
Ellis Murphy West
Elsaesser Murray, Tenn. White
Engle, Calif. Norton Whittington
Ervin O'Neil Winstead
Fernandez O'Toole Winter
Fisher Outland Wolfenden, Pa.
Fuller Pace Wood
Fulton Patrick Woodhouse
Gardner Pfeifer Woodruft
Gearhart

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 272
Members have answered to their names,
a guorum.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I move
that further proceedings under the call
be dispensed with.

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
on that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. Those Members de-
siring the yeas and nays will rise and
remain standing until counted. [Affer
counting.] Forty-five Members have
risen. The Chair, in looking over the
membership since the announcement
that 272 had answered, notes that 45 is
more than one-fifth of the Members
present now.

Mr. SMITH of Virginia.
er, I ask for a division.

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays
are ordered.

The Clerk will call the roll.

Mr. Speak-
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The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 286, nays 19, not voting 125,

as follows:
[Roll No. 144]
YEAS—286
Abernethy Geelan
Adams Gerlach
Allen, T11, Gifford
Allen, La, Gillespie
Almond Gillette
Andresen, Gillie
August H. Goodwin
Andrews, Ala. Gore
Angell Gorskl
Arends Gossett
Auchincloss Graham
Bailley Granahan
Barden Grant, Ala.
Barrett, Pa. Green
Barrett, Wyo. Gregory
Barry Griffiths
Bates, Ky. Gross
Bates, Mass. Gwinn, N, Y.
Beckworth Gwynne, Iowa
Bell Hagen
Bender Hale
Blemiller Hancock
Blackney re
Bland Harness, Ind.
Bloom Harris
Bolton Hart
EBonner Havenner
Boren Hays
Boykin Healy
Bradley, Mich. Hébert
Bradley, Pa. Hendricks
Brehm Henry
Brooks Herter
Brown, Ga. Hess
Bryson Hil
Buck Hinshaw
Bulwinkle Hobbs
Byrne, N. Y. Hoeven
Byrnes, Wis. Holifield
Camp Holmes, Mass,
Cannon, Fla. Holmes, Wash.
Cannon, Mo. Hope
Carlson Horan
Case, 5. Dak. Howell
Celler Huber
Chelf Jarman
Chiperfield Jenkins
Church Jennings
Clark Jensen
Clements Johnson, Il
Clevenger Johnson
Clippinger Luther A
Coffee Johnson,
Cole, Eans, Lyndon B.
Cole, Mo. Johnson, Okla.
Cooley Judd
Cooper Kearney
Corbett Kee
Cox Keefe
Cravens Kelley, Pa.
crawford Helly,
Crosser Eerr
Curtis Kilburn
D’Alesandro Kinzer
Davis Kirwan
De Lacy Kiein
Delaney, Enutson
James J. Eopplemann
Delaney, Eunkel
John J. Landis
D'Ewart Lane
Dingell Larcade
Domengeaux Latham
Dondero LeCompte
Doughton, N. C. LeFevre
Douglas, Ill. Lemke
Doyle Lewis
Drewry Link
Earthman Lyle
Eaton Lynch
Eberharter McConnell
Ellsworth McCormack
Elston McCowen
Engel, Mich. McDonough
lon MeGehee
Felghan McGregor
Fenton McEenzie
Fisher McMillan, 8. C.
Flannagan McMillen, I,
Filood Madden
Maloney
Folger Manasco
Mansfield,
Mont.
Gamble Mansfield, Tex.
Gary Marcanto
Gathings Martin, Mass
Gavin Mason

Mathews
May
Michener
Miller, Calif.
Miller, Nebr,
Mills
Monroney
Morgan
Morrison
Murdock
Murray, Tenn,
Murray, Wis.
Neely
Norblad
Norrell
O'Brien, Il
O'Brien, Mich.
O'Hara
O'Konski
Outland
Pace

Patman
Patterson
Peterson, Fla.
Peterson, Ga.
Philbin
Phillips
Plckett
Powell

Pratt

Price, Fla.
Price, I11.
Priest
Quinn, N. Y.
Rabin

Rains
Ramey
Randolph
Rankin
Rayfiel
Reed, III,

Reed, N. Y.
Rees, Kans,
Resa

Rich
Richards
Riley
Robertson, Va.
Robslon, Ky.
Rockwell
Rodgers, Pa.
Roe, Md.
Rogers, Fla.
Rogers, Mass,
Rogers, N. Y,
Rooney
Rowan
Russell
Ryter

Babath
Sadowski
Basscer
Bavage
Scrivner
Short

Bikes

Smith, Va.
Bmith, Wis.
Somers, N. ¥.
Springer
Starkey
Btigler
Stockman
Sullivan
Taber

Talbot

Talle

Tarver

Thom
Thomas, Tex.
Thomason

Tibbott
Traynor
Trimble
Vursell
‘Walter
Wasielewskl
Weaver
‘Weichel

NAYS—19
Arnold Hand Poage
Baldwin, N. Y. Harless, Ariz. Rivers
Butler Heselton Smith, Malne
Carnahan Hoch Wilson
Cole, N. Y, Hull
Grant, Ind. Jonkman
. Martin, Iowa
Edwin Arthur Pittenger
NOT VOTING—125

Andersen, Gearhart Rizley

H. Carl Gibson Robertson,
Anderson, Calif. Gordon N. Dak.
Andrews, N. Y, Granger Robinson, Utah
Baldwin, Md. Hall, Roe, N. Y.
Beall Leonard W. Schwabe, Mo
Bennet, N. Y. Halleck Schwabe, Okla,
Bennett, Mo. Hartley Shafer
Bishop Hedrick Sharp
Brown, Ohlo Heffernan Sheppard
Brumbaugh Hoffman Sheridan
Buckley Hook Simpson, I,
Buffett Izac Simpson, Pa.
Bunker Jackson Slaughter
Campbell Johnson, Calif. Smith, Ohto
Canfield Johnson, Ind. BSparkman
Case, N. J. Jones Spence
Chapman Kean Stefan
Chenoweth Kefauver Stevenson
Clason Keogh Stewart
Cochran Eilday Sumner, 11,
Colmer Eing Sumners, Tex.
Combs LaFollette Sundstrom
Courtney Lanham Taylor
Cunningham Lea Thomas, N. J.
Curley Lesinski Tolan
Daughton, Va. Luce Torrens
Dawson udlow Towe
Dirksen McGlinchey Vinson
Dolliver Mahon Voorhis, Calif.
Douglas, Calif, Mankin Vorys, Ohlo
Durham Merrow Wadsworth
Dworshak Mundt Welch
Elliott vy ‘White
Ellis Norton Whitten
Elsaesser O'Neal Wigglesworth
Engle, Calif. O'Toole Winstead
Ervin Patrick Winter
Fellows Pleifer Wolfenden, Pa.
Fernandez Plosser Wood
Fuller Plumley ‘Woodruff
Fulton Rabaut Zimmerman
Gardner Reece, Tenn

So the motion was agreed to.
The Clerk announced the following

pairs:

Additional general pairs:
Mr. Baldwin of Maryland with Mr. Camp-

bell.

Mr. Zimmerman with Mr. Wolfenden of

Pennsylvania,

Mr. SBumners of Texas with Mr. Canfield.
Mr. Buckley with Mr. Sharp.
Mr. Voorhis of California with Mr. Leonard

W. Hall.

Mr, Stewart with Mr. Case of New Jersey.
Mr. Chapman with Mr. Gearhart,

Mr. Robertson of Virginia with Mr. Ellis,
Mr. Lesinski with Mr. Hancock.

Mr. Ervin with Mr. Robertson of North

Dakota.

Mrs. Mankin with Mr. Eean.
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:

. Ludlow with Miss Sumner of Illinois,
. Gibson with Mrs. Luce.

. Mahon with Mr. Merrow.

. Lanham with Mr. Towe.

. Kilday with Mr. Winter.

. Granger with Mr. Woodruff.

. Eefauver with Mr. Buffett.

. Murphy with Mr. Simpson of Pennsyl-

Mr. BanLey, Mr. Barry, Mr. HUBER, Mr.

LaNe, Mr. ANGELL, Mr. MURRAY of Wis-
consin, Mr. CoFFEE, Mr. ARENDS, Mr,
BENDER, Mr. CorBeTT, Mr. D’EwWART, Mr.
Byrnes of Wisconsin, Mr. GWYNNE of
Iowa, Mr. CLIPPINGER, Mr. AUCHINCLOSS,
Mr. BraprLEy of Michigan, Mr. KEARNEY,
Mr. CHIPERFIELD, Mr. LECOMPTE, Mr,
Cask of South Dakota, Mr. ReEs of Kan-
sas, and Mr. BarrerT of Wpyoming
changed their vote from “no” to “aye.”
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The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The doors were opened.

Mr, RIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

Mr, HERTER. Mr. Speaker, a point
of order.

The SPEAKER.
state it.

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Speaker, the mo-
tion just made is a dilatory motion and
I should like to be heard on it.

Mr. RIVERS. Mr. Speaker, it is al-
ways in order to move to adjourn.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Massachusetts has made a point of order
and the Chair is going to hear him.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to be heard in opposition to the point
of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Massachusetts.

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Speaker, in rul-
ing on the point of order I realize fully
that entire discretion is vested in the
Chair in reaching a decision as to
whether a motion is a dilatory motion
or is not a dilatory motion.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, this is a
very important question. The very able
gentleman from Massachusetts is ad-
dressing the House and I think the
Members ought to be here to hear him.
I therefore make the point of order
there is not a quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will
count, and he will count all those leaving
the Chamber.

Mr. MARCANTONIO, Mr. Speaker, a
parliamentary inquiry. Can the Chair
count those who are leaving?

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I made
the point of order they were dilatory
in not getting out sooner.

The SPEAKER (after counting). Two
hundred and ten Members are present,
not a quorum.

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I move a call of the House.

Mr, RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were refused.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the motion for a call of the House.

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. Rawxin)
there were—ayes 81, noes 13.

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I object to the vote on the ground that
a quorum is not present and make the
poént of order that a quorum is not pres-
ent.

The SPEAKER. A quorum is not
required in this instance.

So the motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call
the roll.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. RANKIN. There is confusion as
tfo what we are voting on. As I under-
stand, we are voting on a motion to
adjourn.

The SPEAKER. No.
House has been ordered.

The Clerk will call the roll.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, a
parliamentary inquiry.

The gentleman will

A call of the
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. The point of
no guorum was made by the gentleman
from Mississippi, was it not?

The SPEAKER. The House has or-
dered a call of the House. A roll call is
in order, and the Clerk will call the roll.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker,a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. MICHENER. Is this the situa-
tion, that a quorum was not present
when last reported; that the doors are
locked and the Sergeant at Arms is out
notifying absent Members?

The SPEAKER. That is
The Clerk will call the roll.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names:

correct.

[Roll No. 145]
Andersen, Gardner Pratt
H. Carl Gearhart Rabaut
Anderson, Calif. Gibson Reece, Tenn.
Andrews, N. ¥, Gordon Richards
Baldwin, Md. Granger Rizley
Beall Gregory Robinson, Utah
Bennet, N.'Y., Hall, Roe, N. Y.
Bennett, Mo. Leonard W. Russell
Bishop Halleck Babath
Bloom Hartley Schwabe, Mo.
Bonner Hébert, Bchwabe, Okla.
Boykin Hedrick Shafer
Brown, Ohlo Heffernan Sharp
Brumbaugh Hobbs Sheppard
Buckley Hoffman Sheridan
Buffett Hook Simpson, Ill.
Bunker Izac Simpson, Pa,
Campbell Jackson Slaughter
Canfield Johnson, Calif. Smith, Ohio
Celler Johnson, Ind, Sparkman
Chapman Jones Spence
Chenoweth Kean Stefan
Clason Kefauver Stevenson
Cochran Keogh Stewart
Colmer Kerr Sumner, 111,
Kilday Sumners, Tex.
Courtney King. Sundstrom
Cox Enutson Tarver
Cravens LaFollette Taylor
Crawford Lea Thomas, N. J.
Cunningham  Luce Tolan
Curley Ludlow Torrens
Daughton, Va. Lynch Towe
Dawson McCormack Vinson
Delaney, McGehee Voorhis, Calif.
John J McGlinche Vorys, Ohio
Dirksen McMillan, S, C. Vursell
ver n Wadsworth
Douglas, Calif. Mankin Welch
Durham Merrow White
Dworshak Mundt Whitten
Elliott Norton Wigglesworth
Elsaesser O'Neal Winstead
Engle, Calif. O'Toole Winter
Ervin Patrick Wolfenden, Pa.
Fernandez Pfeifer Wood
Fuller Ploeser Woodhouse
Fulton Plumley

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 290
Members have answered to their names,

a quorum.

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move
that further proceedings under the roll
call be dispensed with.

Mr. ABERNETHY, Mr, Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 284, nays 6, not voting 140,

as follows:

[Roll No. 146]

YEAS—284

Abernethy Angell Barden
Adams Arends Barrett, Pa.
Allen, I11. Arnold s
Allen, La. Auchincloss Barry
Almond ¢ Balley Bates, Ky,
Andrews, Ala. Baldwin, N. Y. Bates, Mass;

Beckworth Grant, Ind. Miller, Calif,
Bell Green Miller, Nebr.
Bender Gregory Mills
Biemiller Griffiths Monroney
Blackney Gross Morgan
Bland Gwinn, N, Y. Morrison
Bloom Gwynne. Iowa Murdock
Bolton Hagen Murphy
Bonner Hale Murray, Tenn.
Boren Hall, Murray, Wis.
Boykin Edwin Arthur Neely
Bradley, Mich. Hancock Norblad
Bradley, Pa. Hare Norrell
Brehm Harless, Ariz. O'Brien, I1l.
Brooks Harness, Ind. O'Brien, Mich.,
Brown, Ga. Harrls O'Hara
Bryson Hart O'Konskl
Buck Havenner Patman
Butler Hays Patterson
Byrnes, Wis. Healy Peterson, Fla.,
Camp Hendricks Peterson, Ga.
Cannon, Fla. Henry Philbin
Carlson Herter Phillips
Carnahan Heselton Pickett
Case, N. J. Hess Powell
Case, S.Dak, Hill Pratt
Celler Hinshaw Price, Fla.
Chelf Hobbs Price, I1l.
Chiperfield Hoch Priest
Church Hoeven Quinn, N. Y.
Clements Hollfield Rabin
Clevenger Holmes, Mass. Ramey
Clippinger Holmes, Wash. Randolph
Coffee Hope Rankin
Cole, Eans. Horan Rayfiel
Cole, Mo. Howell Reed, 111
Cole, N. Y. Huber Reed, N. ¥
Cooley Hull Rees, Kans
Cooper Jarman Resa
Corbett Jenkins Richards
Cravens Jennings Riley
Crosser Jensen Robertson,
Curtis Johnson, I1l. . Dak.
D'Alesandro Johnson, Robertson, Va.
Davis Lyndon B. Robsion, Ky.
De Lacy Johnson, Okla. Rockwell
Delaney, Judd Rodgers, Pa.
James J. Kearney Roe. Md.
Delaney, Kee Rogers, Fla.
John J, Keefe Rogers, Mass,
D'Ewart Kelley, Pa. Rogers, N, ¥.
Dingell y Kelly, 111, Rooney
Domengeaux - Kerr Rowan
Dondero Kilburn Ryter
Doughton, N. C. Kinzer Sabath
Douglas, IIl. Eirwan Sadowskl
e Klein Sasscer
Drewry Knutson Savage
Kopplemann  Secrivner
Eaton Kunkel Short
Eberharter Landis Smith, Maine
Ellis Lane Smith, Va.
ton Lanham Smith, Wis.
Engel, Mich Larcade Somers, N. Y.
Fallon LeCompte Spence
Feighan LeFevre Springer
Fellows Lemke Starkey
Fenton Lesinskl Stevenson
Fisher Lewis . Stockman
Link Sullivan
Flood McConnell Taber
Fogarty McCormack Talle
Forand McCowen Thom
er McDonough Thomason
Gamble McGregor Tibbott
Gary McKenzie Traynor
Gathings McMillan, 8. C. Vursell
Gavin McMillen, Walter
Geelan Madden Weaver
Gerlach Maloney Weichel
Gifford Manasco West
Glllespie Mansfield, Whittington
Gillette Mont. Wickersham
Gillie Mansfleld, Tex. Wilson
Goodwin Marcantonio  Wolcott
Martin, Jowa  Wolverton, N. J.
Gorskl Martin, Mass. Woodhouse
Gossett Mason Wioodruff
Graham Mathews Worley
Granahan May Zimmerman
Grant, Ala, Michener
NAYS—8
Hand Lyle Poage
Jonkman Pittenger Rivers
NOT VOTING—140
Andersen, Beall Buffett
H. Carl Bennet, N.¥. Bulwinkle
Anderson, Calif. B tt, Mo,
Andresen, Bishop Byrne, N. ¥,
A H,  Brown, OSO Campbell
- Andrews, N. Y. .Brumba Canfield
Baldwin, Md.  Buckley Cannon,
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.Chapman Hook Russell
Chenoweth Izac Schwabe, Mo,
Clark Jackson Schwabe, Okla
Clason Johnson, Calif. Shafer
Cochran Johnson, Ind, Sharp
Colmer Johnson, Sheppard
Combs Luther A, Sheridan
Courtney Jones Sikes
Cox Eean Simpson. 11
Crawford Kefauver Simpson, Pa
Cunningham  Keogh Slaughter
Curley Kilday Smith, Ohio
Daughton, Va. King Sparkman
Dawson LaFollette Stefan
Dirksen Latham Stewart
Dolliver Lea Stigler
Douglas, Callf. Luce Sumner, I1l.
Durham Ludlow Sumners, Tex.
Dworchak Lynch Sundstrom
Elliott McGehee Talbot
Ellsworth McGlinchey Tarver
Elsaesser Meahon Taylor
Engle, Callf, Mankin Thomas, N. J.
Ervin Merrow Thomas, Tex,
Fernandez Mundt Tolan
Folger Norton Torrens
Fuller O'Neal Towe
Fulton O'Toole Trimble
Gardner Outland Vinson
Gearhart Pace Voorhis, Calif.
Gibson Patrick Vorys, Ohio
Gordon Pfeifer Wadsworth
Granger Ploeser Wasielewski
Hall, Plumley Welch

Leonard W. Rabaut White
Halleck Rains Whitten
Hartley Reece, Tenn.  Wigglesworth
Hébert Rich Winstead
Hedrick Rizley Winter
Heffernan Robinson, Utah Wolfenden, Pa.
Hoffman Roe, N. Y. Wood

So the motion was agreed to.

The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

Additional general pairs:

Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. August H. An-
dresen. ]

Mr. Cannon of Missourl with Mr. Crawiord,

Mr. Folger with Mr. Andrews of New York,

Mr. Hébert with Mr. Latham.

Mr. Clark with Mr. Rich.

Mr. Luther A. Johnson with Mr. Talbot.

Mr. Cox with Mr. Wigglesworth,

Mr. Sikes with Mr. Ellsworth,

Mr, Wasielewski with Mr, Hoffman,

Messrs. ABERNETHY, SmITH of Virginia,
Rankin, and WEesT changed their votes
from “nay” to “yea.”

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. HErTER] on a point of order.

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Speaker, as I said
at the outset, it is within your discretion
to rule on this point of order and there
can be no appeal from your ruling; how-
ever, in making that ruling, it is obvious
that you will be guided by two matters:
First, by the chain of circumstances
which have led to the point of order
being made, and, secondly, by the prece-
dents that have been set by your prede-
cessors in ruling under similar circum-
stances.

Insofar as the first is concerned, the
circumstances that have led to this par-
ticular point of order being made are
obvious to every Member of this House.
For the last few Wednesdays this House
has done no business whatsoever. It
has clearly been prevented from doing
business because certain Members wished
to avoid having certain matters come up
here for discussion. In other words, sir,
as long as the calendar contains certain
pieces of legislation that have been
favorably reported by your duly ‘consti-
tuted committees but have not been
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brought here under rule, they can only

be brought up in this way, and as long as

the Members of the House wish to avoid

the calendar being reached they can de-

lay action on those particular matters.

We all know what they are.
L

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I demand
those words be taken down.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr., MARTIN of Massachusetts. The
words to be taken down are not the
gentleman’s words. They are words
spoken by someone else years ago. How
can the gentleman have those words
taken down?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be
able to determine that when he sees the
words taken down.

The Clerk will report the words ob-
jected to. ;
t.oThe Clerk reported the words objected

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman
from Massachusetts using his own words
or was he quoting somebody?

Mr. HERTER. I was using my own
words, Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman used
very strong language.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the
{loor for the moment. The Chair will
give the gentleman from Massachusetts
the opportunity to ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw the words objected to.

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask——

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The SPEAEKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. RANKIN. This proposition has
come up in the regular way; and I would
like for the Chair to rule on it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Massachusetts is attempting to withdraw
the words.

Mr. RANKIN. I understand.

The SPEARER. The Chair will state
that that is the usual way to proceed; if
the gentleman is convinced that the
words uttered violate the rules of the
House, he is allowed to withdraw them.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I move
that those words be stricken from the
Recorp, and on that I demand recog-
nition.

The SPEAEKER. The gentleman is
recognized.

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Speaker, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. HERTER. I ask unanimous con-
sent, Mr. Speaker, to withdraw those
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, owing to
the fact that it is the distinguished gen-
tleman from Massachusetts, for whom
we all have great admiration, I will with-
draw my point of order.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection,
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Massachusetts may proceed.

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Speaker, the sec-
ond point that I wish to emphasize is the
question of precedents that have been
set by your predecessors under circum-
stances very similar to those which we
are facing here today. I am reading now
direct quotations from Cannon’s Prece-
dents of the House of Representatives,
volume 8, page 424:

The motion to adjourn has been ruled
out when dilatory.

On January 10, 1922, following the dispo-
sition of business on the Speaker's table,
Mr. Finis J. Garrett, of Tennessee, made the
point of order that there was not a quorum
present.

The Bpeaker sustained the point of order
and Mr, Frank W. Mondell, of Wyoming,
moved a call of the House.

A quorum having responded, Mr, Mondell
moved to suspend further proceedings under
the call.

On demand of Mr, Garrett, the yeas and
nays were ordered on the motlon to dis-
pense with proceedings under the call, and
the vote being taken, was decided in the
affirmative—yeas 272, nays &6.

Mr. Garrett offered a motion that the House
adjourn,

Mr. Nicholas Longworth, of Ohio, made the
point of order that the motion was dilatory.

Mr. Garrett submitted that the motion to
adjourn had not been previously made dur-
ing the day's session.

The Bpeaker ruled:

“The Chair does not think the fact that
it 1s the first time today that the motion
to adjourn has been made proves that it is
not dilatory. The Chair believes that it is
well known to all Members of the House
that when this antilynching bill has been
up before, or has been imminent, there has
been a deliberate attempt at obstruction led
by the gentleman from Tennessee, and today
on the vote just taken the gentleman from
Tennessee demanded the yeas and nays on
the motion to dispense with further proceed-
ings under the call, a mere formal motion
on which a record vote meant nothing. That
obviously was done to kill time.

“In deciding what is dilatory the Chair
thinks he should be very careful, becguse
his decision is final; but, on the other hand,
he does not think there can be any question
in the minds of any of the Members of the
House present that the purpose of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee in making this motion
is delay, and not the expectation or intention
of accomplishing any otfher result by the
motion. Therefore the Chair thinks that the
motion is dilatory.”

Mr. Speaker, I could read other quota-
tions and other citations.

Mr. RANKIN. I wish the gentleman
would.

Mr. HERTER. However, it seems to
me that we have a situation that is so
similar in this case that we can only ap-
peal to you, sir, to your fairness and your
good judgment, to rule that the point of
order is well taken.

Mr. RANKIN, Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Mississippi is recognized.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, with all
deference to our distinguished friend
from Massachusetts [Mr. HerTER] I de-
sire to say that he is entirely wrong. No
man ever presided over this House for
whom I had a higher regard than
Speaker Gillett.

I was here when that decision was
made. I thought it was wrong then,
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and I think so now. The distinguished
Speaker of this House [Mr. RAYBURNI
was here at that time. He remembers,
I am sure.

We were going through a partisan
fight on what they called the anti-
lynching bill that, to be perfectly frank
with you, not 1 man out of 10 really
wanted passed, but they were being
prodded, just as you are being prodded
now, by political pressure and agitation
on the outside.

That was in January 1922, and Finis J.
Garrett, one of the ablest men I have
ever known, was the minority leader;
and believe me, it was a minority at that
time. The Republicans had a majority
of 169 in this House, and any decision
that Mr. Gillett might have made would
have been sustained. So this question
came up, in the very heat of that debate,
on an issue that was just as nonsensical
as this one is today. Nine out of ten of
you do not want the so-called FEFC bill
to come before the House. I am speak-
ing to both you Democrats and Repub-
licans. I am not saying that offensively,
because you know I do not entertain that
kind of attitude toward you.

But the FEPC bill has dynamite in it,
it has poison in it. It is the most dan-
gerous piece of communistic nonsense
anybody has ever attempted to ram
through the Congress of the United
States.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I
make the point of order that he is not
addressing himself to the point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Mississippi will proceed in order and dis-
cuss the point of order.

Mr. RANKIN. I was merely bringing
up the background and discussing this
proposition in the light of the statement
of the gentleman from Massachusetts.

Addressing the Chair again, I notice
that the man who is leading this fight,
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
MarcanToNIOl, did not interfere with
him, but I do not want to violate the
rules of the House, of course.

Now, Mr. Speaker, suppose that ruling
were correct? Are you just going to sit
here and do nothing and deny a Member
the right to move to adjourn?

I see my distinguished friend the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. WooDRUFFI
before me. He was here at that time,
and he knows they sat here until way in
the night and then they finally did just
what Mr, Garrett attempted to do late in
the afternoon—they adjourned. For the
Speaker of this House to hold that it is
out of order to make a motion to adjourn
the Congress when deep down in their
hearts an overwhelming majority of this
Congress wants to adjourn, I simply say
I do not think the present Speaker would
assume that responsibility.

We have a motion to adjourn. We
have gone on here for 3% hours. We are
no further along than when we started.
You remind me of some drunken men
trying to cross the Tennessee River in a
boat one night. They paddled until they
wore themselves out. They looked
around the next morning about an hour
by sun and found that they had never
untied the boat.

That is the position we are in teday.
‘We have gone on here for 3. hours and
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have not moved a peg, and you are not
going to move a peg so far as this crazy
FEPC bill is concerned, because even if
any measure is taken up, it will be some
measure from the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors, or perhaps some other com-
mittee. Suppose you go ahead and con-
sider the bill from our committee until
8 or 9 o'clock tonight and some Member
gets up and moves to adjourn, and then
somebody wants to hold us here until
midnight to try to make us vote on some-
thing that none of us want to vote on and
that is not even before the House. Then
do you think the Speaker would be jus-
tified in holding that that was a dilatory
motion? I submit that a motion to ad-
journ at this time is in order, and I hope
the Chair will overrule the point of order
of my distinguished friend from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. HERTER].

Mr. RIVERS. Mr. Speaker, since I
made the motion, may I be permitted
to be heard?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear
the gentleman.

Mr. RIVERS. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts brought up
what had transpired on previous
Wednesdays. I submit that what took
place on previous Wednesdays has no
place in the question now involved. We
are now considering what transpires on
this particular Wednesday.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RIVERS. Iyield.

Mr. RANKIN. I call attention to the
fact that when the decision was rendered
to which he referred, it was not on Cal-
endar Wednesday, but at a time when
we had a bill under consideration before
the House.

Mr. RIVERS. Yes; I am coming to
that point.

Reading from section 783 of rule XVI,
the language is as follows:

The motion to adjourn not only has the
highest precedence when a question is under
debate, but with certain restrictions it has
the highest privilege under all other con-
ditions,

We have nothing under debate here.
We have not even gotten to the first
thing under the Calendar Wednesday
rule. We have had a number of parlia-
mentary conditions which under certain
conditions I might concede are dilatory.
But I submit the motion to adjourn is
always in order. It is not debatable. Be-
cause somebody in the dim, distant past
held that a motion to adjourn was dila-
tory, that is no reason for the Speaker
today to perpetuate that mistake. My
friend over yonder, for whom I have the
greatest esteem, has hollered about
precedent. Do you not know that you
boys on that side of the House these days
are against the Supreme Court because
they have forgotten what precedent is?
You should holler about precedent. Now
when the Supreme Court wants to kick
over the principle of stare decisis, they
holler about the general welfare. Mr.
BSpeaker, this is a clean-cut point of fair-
ness. The House wants to adjourn, and
the rules give us that right. I submit my
motion is in order and it is not made for
the purpose of delay. I think the Speak-
er in spite of his great record for fairness

would be presumptuous indeed to think
that I would want to be dilatory, I want
to get out of here just like you want to do.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is familiar
with the rulings made by Speaker Gillett
to which the gentleman from Massachu-
setts refers, One of the greatest respon-
sibilities any occupant of the Chair could
assume would be to hold that motions
are dilatory. However, that is not to say
that the present occupant of the Chair
will not, under certain circumstances,
hold motions to be dilatory. In the weeks
to come and for the remainder of this
day the Chair will scrutinize very care-
fully motions that are made.

The Chair is going to put the motion
to adjourn.

The question is on the motion offered
by the gentleman from South Carolina
[Mr. RIvERs].

The question was taken; and on a divi-
sion (demanded by Mr. MARCANTONIO)
there were—ayes 114, noes 113.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I
ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 102, nays 188, not voting 140,
as follows:

[Roll No. 147]
YEAS—102
Abernethy Gifford Murray, Tenn.
Allen, La. Gore Norrell
Almond Gossett O'Hara
Andrews, Ala, Graat, Ala. O'Konskl
Barden Gregory Pace
Bates, Ky. Griffiths Patman
Beckworth Gwynne, Iowa Peterson, Fla
Bell Hancock Peterson, Ga
Bland Hare Pickett
Boren Harris Poage
Boykin Hays Pratt
Brooks Hobbs Frice, Fla
Brown, Ga. Holmes, Mass, Priest
Bryson Howell Rains
Camp Jarman Rankin
Chelf Jennings Reed, Ii1
Clark Johnson, Richards
Clements Luther A Riley
Clevenger Johnson, Rivers
Cooley Lyndon B, Rockwell
Cooper Kerr Roe, Md
Cox Kilburn Rogers, Fla
Cravens Lanham Russell
Davis Larcade Short
Domengeaux Lyle Sikes
Doughton, N. C. McGehee Smith, Va.
Drewry McKenzie Stigler
Earthman McMillan, S. C. Btockman
Eaton Maloney Thomas, Tex.
Fellows Manasco Weaver
Fisher Mansfield, Tex. West
Flannagan May Whittington
Folger Milis Wickersham
Iy Monroney Worley
Gathings Morrison
NAYS—188

Adams Carnahan Elston
Allen, IIl. Case, N. J. Fallon
Andresen, Case, S. Dak. Feighan

August H Celler Fenton
Angell Chiperfield Flood
Arends Church Fogarty
Arnold Clippinger Forand
Auchincloss Coffee Gallagher
Balley Cole, Eans. Gamble
Baldwin, N. Y. Cole, Mo. Gavin
Barrett, Pa. Cole, N. Y, Geelan
Barrett, Wyo.  Corbett Gerlach
Barry Crosser Gillespie
Bates, Mass, Cunningham  Gilllette
Bender Curtis Gillie
Bennet, N. Y. D'Alesandro Goodwin
Blemiller De Lacy Gorski
Blackney Delaney, Graham
Bloom James J. Granahan
Bolton Delaney, Grant, Ind.
Bradley, Mich, John J. Green
Eradley, Pa. "Ewart Gross
Brehm Dingell Hagen
Buck Douglas, Ill, Hale
Butler Doyle Hand
Byrnes, Wis, Eberharter Harless, Arlz,
Carlson Ellis Harness, Ind.
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Hart Link Rees, Kans,
Havenner Lynch Resa

ealy McConnell Robertson,
Henry McCowen N. Dak.
Herter McDonough Robsion, Ky.
Heselton McGregor Rodgers, Pa.
Hess McMillen, I1l. Rogers, Mass,
Hill Madden Rooney
Hinshaw Mansfield, Rowan
Hoch Mont. Ryter
Hoeven Marcantonio  Sabath
Holifield Martin, Iowa ° Sadowskl
Holmes, Wash., Martin, Mass. Sasscer
Hope Mason Savage
Horan Mathews Scrivner
Huber Michener Smith, Maine
Hull Miller, Calif. Smith, Wis.
Jenkins Miller, Nebr. Somers, N. Y.
Jensen Morgan Springer
Johnson, Okla. Murdock Starkey
Jonkman Murphy Stevenson
Judd Murray, Wis.  Sullivan
EKearney Neely Ta
Kee Norblad Talle
Keefe O'Brien, T11. Thom
Kelley, Pa. O'Brien, Mich. Thomason
Kinzer Patterson Tibbott
Klein Philbin Traynor
Kopplemann  Phillips Voorhis, Calif
Kunkel Pittenger Walter
Landis Powell Weichel
Lane Price, 11, Wilson
Latham Quinn, N. Y. Wolcott
LeCompte Rabin Wolverton, N. J.
LeFevre Ramey Woodhouse
Lemke Randolph Woodruff
Lesinski Rayfiel
Lewls Reed, N. Y.

NOT VOTING—140

Andersen, Gibson Rabaut

H. Carl Gordon Reece, Tenn.
Anderson, Calif. Granger Rich
Andrews, N. Y. Gwinn,N.Y. Rizley
Baldwin, Md. Hall, Robertson, Va.
Beall Edwin Arthur Robinson, Utah
Bennett, Mo. Hall, Roe, N. Y,
Bishop Leonard W. Rogers,N. Y.
Bonner Halleck Schwabe, Mo.
Brown, Ohio Hartley Schwabe, Okla.
Brumbaugh Hébert Shafer
Buckley Hedrick Sharp
Buffett Heffernan Sheppard.
Bulwinkle Hendricks Sheridan
Bunker Hoffman Simpson, Ill.
Byrne,N. Y Hook Simpson, Pa.
Campbell Izac Slaughter
Canfield Jackson Smith, Ohio
Cannon, Fla.  Johnson, Calif Sparkman
Cannon, Mo.  Johnson, Ill. Spence
Chapman Johnson, Ind. Stefan
Chenoweth Jones Stewart
Clason Kean Sumner, Ill.
Cochran Eefauver Sumners, Tex,
Colmer Kelly, Il Sundstrom
Combhs Keogh Talbot
Courtney Kilday Tarver
Crawford King Taylor
Curley Eirwan Thomas, N. J.
Daughton, Va. Knutson Tolan
Dawson LaFollette Torrens
Dirksen a Towe
Dolliver Luce Trimble
Dondero Ludlow Vinson
Douglas, Calif. McCormack Vorys, Ohio
Durham McGlinchey Vursell
Dworshak Mahon ‘Wadsworth
Elllott Mankin Waslelewski
Ellsworth Merrow Welch
Elsaesser Mundt ‘White
Engel, Mich Norton Whitten
Engle, Calif, O’'Neal Wigglesworth
Ervin O'Toole Winstead
Fernandez Outland Winter
Fuller Patrick Wolfenden, Pa.
Fulton Pleifer ‘Wood
Gardner Ploeser Zimmerman
Gearhart Plumley

So the motion o adjourn was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following

pairs:

Additional general pairs:

Mr. Bonner with Mr. Dondero.

Mr. Kirwan with Mr. Engel of Michigan.,
Mr. Outland with Mr. Gwinn of New York.
Mr. Rogers of New York with Mr. Johnson

of Illinois,

Mr. Robinson of Utah with Mr. Knutson,
Mr. Tarver with Mr, Vursell,

Mr. Gavin, Mr. FENTON, and Mr. RAN-
DOLPH changed their votes from “yea” to

‘lnay"l
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The result of the vote was announced
as abeve recorded.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose
does the gentleman from Mississippi
rise.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. To propound a
parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. My inquiry is
this: In the event that the House were
to agree to dispense with further pro-
ceedings under Calendar Wednesday,
would it then be in order for the re-
mainder of the day for the other business
on the House program for the week and
especially the river and harbor bill,
which was under consideration when the
House adjourned yesterday afternoon to
be taken up immediately if so desired by
the leadership, including the Speaker
and the chairmen of the committees
concerned?

The SPEAKER. If the House dis-
penses with further proceedings under
Calendar Wednesday, then the House can
do what it pleases.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. That was my
inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I therefore move that the
House dispense with further proceedings
under Calendar Wednesday.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, a point of order. That can
only be done by unanimous consent.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr, Speaker,
a8 point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state the point of order.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr, Speaker,
that motion is not in order. To dis-
pense with Calendar Wednesday re-
quires the unanimous consent of the
House.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker,
with your indulgence, may I say that I
agree that to dispense with Calendar
Wednesday entirely can only be done
by unanimeous consent, but when there
has been a call, and the Committee on
Banking and Currency has been called, I
respectfully submit that dispensing with
the remainder of the proceedings under
Calendar Wednesday is in order and
that the point of order does not lie.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARCANTONIO. I yield to the
gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. MICHENER. Without reference
to the current controversy, may I call the
Speaker’s attention to the fact that
Calendar Wednesday is presumed to be
the people’s day; that is, all committees
are called in order, and whether a bill
comes up for consideration rests entirely
within the control of the committee hav-
_ ing the call, the majority leadership and
the Rules Committee to the contrary not-
withstanding.

Calendar Wednesday is usually dis-
pensed with only by unanimous consent.
There would be very little use for such a
day if this were not the case. General
legislation on other days is programed
by the leadership; not so on Calendar
Wednesday. It would, therefore, seem
fundamental if the purposes of the rule
are to be carried out, that the commit-
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tees should be called in order. Were it
otherwise, the majority which controls
other programs could control proceedings
on Calendar Wednesday.

It would seem fair to proceed with the
call of committees, and that no motion to
dispense with further proceedings under
the Calendar Wednesday rule should be
in order.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker,
may I say further that the motion is not
in order because the call of the calendar
is mandatory. That motion cannot have
preference over the call of the Calendar.
The only motion that can be considered,
as I understand, would be a motion to
adjourn, upon which the House has just
voted.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker,
with your indulgence, I have no disposi-
tion to delay proceedings, but permit me
to say it has been the general and prac-
tically universal practice with respect to
dispensing with further proceedings un-
der Calendar Wednesday, that that mo-
tion has frequently been made when one
committee of this House has been called.
I submit that to the recollection and to
the judgment not only of the Speaker but
to the Members of the House.

I respectfully maintain, Mr. Speaker,
that the point of order does not lie.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTINGTON.
floor.

Mr. RANKIN. If you will go back and
search the Recorp of Calendar Wednes-
day proceedings, you will find that time
and time again when one committee has
been called, then a motion has been
made to dispense with further proceed-
ings under Calendar Wednesday, and
that motion carried.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. If further pro-
ceedings are dispensed with, then the
House can proceed to transact other
business for the remainder of the day,
including the unfinished river and
harbor bill that is pending.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state
that the following was held by Speaker
Gillett, who has been quoted today, as
follows:

The Bpeaker is constrained to recognize on
Wednesdays any Member proposing a motion
to dispense with further proceedings in order
on that day.

The motion is in order, but it takes a
two-thirds vote to pass it.

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker,
does that motion require a two-thirds
vote?

The SPEAEKER. I does.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Ididnot under-
stand the Speaker’s answer.

The SPEAKER. The answer was that
to suspend the call of the calendar on
Wednesday requires a two-thirds vote.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Is a mere mo-
tion now to dispense with further pro-
ceedings the same as a motion to sus-
pend the rules altogether? My motion
is to simply suspend further proceedings
under the call of Calendar Wednesday.
I maintain there is a distinction between
dispensing with the call altogether and
dispensing with further proceedings un-
der the call. |

If I have the
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will read
the rule so that there will be no mis-
understanding:

On Wednesday of each week no business
ghall be in order except as provided by para-
graph 4 of this rule unless the House, by &
two-thirds vote on motion to suspend there-
with, shall otherwise determine.

The question is on the motion to dis-
pense with further proceedings under
Calendar Wednesday.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker,
a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Does that mo-
tion not have to be made at the very
beginning of the day?

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds
otherwise.

The question is on the motion to dis-
pense with further proceedings under
Calendar Wednesday.

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. MARCANTONIO)
there were—ayes 103, noes 97.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 107, nays 183, not voting 140,
as follows:

[Roll No. 148]

YEAS—107
Abernethy Grant, Ala Norrell
Allen, La. Tegory O'Hara
Almond Gross
Andrews, Ala. Gwynne, Iowa Patman
Arnold Hancock Peterson, Fla,
Bates, Ky. Hare Peterson, Ga.
Beckworth ‘Harris Pickett
Bell Hays
Bland - Hendricks Pratt
Boren Hobbs Price, Fla
Brooks Holmes, Mass. Priest
Brown, Ga Howell Rains
Bryson Jarman Rankin
Camp Jennings Richards
Chelf .Il. Riley
Clark Johnsen, Rivers
Clements Luther A Rockwell
Cole, Mo. Johnson, Roe, Md
Cole,N. Y Lyndon B Rogers, Fla
Cooley Johnsen, Okla. R
Cooper Ellburn Short
Cox Lanham Sikes
Cravens Larcade Smith, Va.
Domengeaux LeFevre Stigler
Dondere Lyle Stockman
Doughton, N. C. McGehee Tarver
Drewry McEengzie Thomas, Tex.
Earthman McMillan, 8. C. Thomason
Fellows Maloney Weaver
Fisher Manasco West
Flannagan Mansfield, Tex. Whitten
Folger Mason Whittington
Gary May Wickersham
Gathings Mills Worley
Gifford Monroney Zimmerman
Gore Morrison
Gossett Murrey, Tenn.

NAYS—183
Adams Butler Delaney,
Allen, Il Byrnes, Wis, John J.
Andresen, Cannon, Mo, D'Ewart

August H Carlson Dingell

Angell Carnahan Dirksen
Arends Case, N. J. Douglas, TI1.
Auchincloss Case, 8.Dak. Doyle \
Baldwin, N. ¥, Celler Eaton
Barrett, Fa. Chiperfield Eberharter
Barry Church Ellis
Bates, Mass. Clevenger Elston
Bender Clippinger Engel, Mich.
Bennet, N.Y. Cole, Kans Fallon
Biemiller Corbett Feighan
Blackney T Fenton
Bloom Cunningham  Flood
Bolton Fogarty
Bradley, Pa. D'Alesandro Forand
Brehm Delaney, Gallagher
Buck James J. Gamble
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Gavin Kelley, Pa. Quinn, N. Y,
Geelan Eelly, Ill, Rabin
Gerlach Kinzer Ramey
Gilllesple Klein Randolph
Gillette Enutson yiel
Goodwin Kopplemann  Reed, Ill,
Gordon Kunkel Reed, N. Y.
Gorski Landis Rees, Kans,
Graham Lane Resa
Granahan Latham Robertson,
Grant, Ind. LeCompte N. Dak.
Green Lemke Robsion, Ky.
Griffiths Lesinskl Rodgers, Pa.
Hagen Lewis Rogers, Mass.
Hale Link Rooney
Hall, McConnell Rowan

Edwin Arthur McCormack Ryter
Hand McCowen Sabath
Harless, Ariz, McDonough Sadowskl
Harness, Ind. McMillen, Ill.  Sasscer
Havenner Madden Bavage
Healy Mansfield, Scrivner
Henry Mont. Smith, Maine
Herter Marcantonio Smith, Wis.
Heselton Martin, Iowa  Somers, N. ¥,
Hess Martin, Mass, Springer
Hill Mathews Starkey
Hinshaw Michener Stevenson
Hoch Miller, Calif.  Sullivan
Hoeven Miller, Nebr.  Taber
Holifield Morgan Talbot
Holmes, Wash., Murphy Talle
Hope Murray, Wis, Them
Horan Neely Tibbott
Huber Norblad Traynor
Hull O'Brien, IIl Voorhis, Calif,
Jenkins O'Konski ‘Walter
Jensen Patterson ‘Weichel
Jonkman Philbin Wilson
Judd Phillips Wolcott
EKearney Pittenger ‘Wolverton, N. J.
Eee Powell ‘Woodhouse
Keefe Price, Il1 Woodruff

NOT VOTING—140

Andersen, Fulier Pfeifer

H. Carl Fulton Ploeser
Anderson, Calif. Gardner Plumley
Andrews, N. Y. Gearhart Rabaut
Baliley Gibson Reece, Tenn,
Baldwin, Md. Gillie Rich
Barden Granger Rizley
Barrett, Wyo. Gwinn, N. Y. - Robertson, Va.
Beall Hall, Robinson, Utah
Bennett, Mo, Leonard W. Roe, N.Y.
Bishop Halleck Rogers, N. Y
Bonner Hart Schwabe, Mo
Boykin Hartley Schwabe, Okla,
Bradley, Mich, Hébert Shafer
Brown, Ohio Hedrick Sharp
Brumbaugh Heffernan Sheppard
Buckley Hoffman Sheridan
Buffett Hook Simpson, Il
Bulwinkle Izac Simpson, Pa.
Bunker Jackson Slaughter
Byrne, N. Y. Johnson, Calif. Smith, Ohlo
Campbell Johnson, Ind, Sparkman
Canfield Jones Spence
Cannon, Fla, Kean Stefan
Chapman Kefauver Stewart
Chenoweth Keogh Sumner, Il1.
Clason Kerr Sumners, Tex.
Cochran Kilday Sundstrom
Coffee King Taylor
Colmer Kirwan Thomas, N, J.
Combs LaFollette Tolan
Courtney Lea Torrens
Crawiord Luce Towe
Curley Ludlow Trimble
Daughton, Va, Lynch Vinson
Davis McGlinchey Vorys, Ohlo
Dawson McGregor Vursell
De Lacy Mahon Wadsworth
Dolliver Mankin ‘Waslelewskl
Douglas, Calif. Merrow Welch
Durham Mundt White
Dworchak Murdock Wigglesworth
Elliott Norton Winstead
Ellsworth O'Brien, Mich, Winter
Elsaesser O'Neal ‘Wolfenden, Pa,
Engle, Calif.  O'Toole Wood
Ervin Outland
Fernandez Patrick
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So two-thirds not having voted in
favor thereof, the motion was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following

pairs:

Additional general pairs:

Mr. Coffee with Mr, Barrett of Wyoming,

Mr. De Lacy with Mr. Gillie,

Mr. Hart with Mr, Bradley of Michigan,

Mr. Lynch with Mr. Kearney.
Mr. Murdock with Mr. McGregor,
Mr, Boykin with Mr, Ploeser,

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call
the next committee on the calendar.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, would the Speaker recognize
me at this time so that I might express
my pleasure at the appointment of Sen-
ator WARREN AUSTIN?

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not
recognize the gentlewomen from Massa-
chusetts for that purpose.

The Clerk will call the next committee
on the calendar.

The Clerk called the Committee on
Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. MARCANTONIO)
the House divided and the Chair an-
nounced that the ayes were 145 and the
noes were 43.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, a
parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Has the Com-
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas-
ures been disposed of on the calendar?

The SPEAKER. It has been passed.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 41 minutes p. m.)
the House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, June 6, 1946, at 12 o’clock
noon,

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
COoMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE EXECUTIVE
DEPARTMENTS

The Committee on Expenditures in the
Executive Departments will hold hear-
ings on the President’s Reorganization
Plans Nos. 1, 2, and 3 beginning at 10
a.m, on Tuesday, June 4, through Friday,
June 7.

AVIATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE
ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE

There will be a meeting of the Aviation
Subcommittee of the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce at 10
a. m. Thursday, June 6, 1946.

Business to be considered: Public
hearing on the bill (H. R. 6417) to amend
the Federal Airport Act.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

On Thursday, June 6, 1946, Subcom-
mittee No. 2 of the Committee on the
Judiciary will continue hearings on the
bill (H. R. 6301) to supplement existing
laws against unlawful restraints and mo-
nopolies, and for other purposes. The
hearings will begin at 10 a. m. and will
be held in the Judiciary Committee room,
346 House Office Building.

On Wednesday, June 12, 1946, Sub-
committee No. 1 of the Committee on the
Judiciary will hold a hearing on the bill
(H. R. 6143) to incorporate the Amvets,
American Veterans of World War II,
The meeting will be held in the Judiciary
Committee room, 346 House Office Build-
ing, and will begin at 10 a. m.
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows:

1368. A letter from the Acting Postmaster
General, transmitting a draft of a proposed
bill to authorize the Postmaster General to
accept gifts and bequests for the benefit of
the Library of the Post Office Department;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Roads.

1369. A letter from the Acting Secretary
of the Navy, transmitting a draft of a pro-
posed bill for the relief of the Miami Herald,
the Key West Citizen, and the Miami Daily
News; to the Committee on Claims,

1370. A letter from the Secretary of War,
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to
authorize the Secretary of War to grant to
the Georgia Power Co. a 100-foot perpetual
easement across Fort Benning in the State
of Georgia; to the Committee on Military Af-
falrs.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. STIGLER: Committee on Claims. 8.
593. An act for the relief of Warrant Officer
Wayne C. Proper; without amendment (Rept.
No. 2212). Referred to the Commijttee of
the Whole House.

Mr. DOYLE: Committee on Claims, H. R.
1957. A bill for the relief of Frank Sable;
with amendments (Rept. No. 2213). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House,

Mr. STIGLER: Committee on Claims.
H., R. 2132. A bill for the relief of Raleigh
B. Diamond; with amendments (Rept. No.
2214). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. DOYLE: Committee on Clalms. H. R.
2319. A bill for the relief of J. B. Shrop-
shire, Firemen's Insurance Co., of Newark,
N. J., and Pacific Employers Insurance Co.,
of San Francisco, Calif.; with amendments
(Rept. No. 2215). Referred to the Commit=-
tee of the Whole House.

Mr. STIGLER: Committee on Claims:
H.R.3145, A bill for the relief of A. C.
McMeans; with amendment (Rept. No,
2216). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. DOYLE: Committee on Claims, H. R.
3857. A Dill for the relief of Warren H.
Thompson and Madeline Parent; with
amendments (Rept. No. 2217). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. COMBS: Committee on Claims, H. R.
4265. A bill for the relief of Mary Jane Sher-
man; with amendment (Rept. No. 2218).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. STIGLER: Committee on Claims.
H. R. 4415. A bill for the relief of L. O. Gil-
liam; with amendment (Rept. No. 2218),
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. STIGLER: Committee on Claims.
H. R. 4502. A bill for the relief of the Quality
Electric Co,, Ltd; with amendment (Rept.
No. 2220). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House.

Mr. McGEHEE: Committee on Claims.
H. R. 4660. A bill for the rellef of Mrs,
Georgia Lanser and Ensign Joseph Lanser;
with amendments (Rept. No. 2221). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. STIGLER: Committee on Claims,
H. R. 5025. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Opal
Riley and Robert R. Riley; with amendments
(Rept. No. 2222). ‘Referred to the Commit-
tee of the Whole House.
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Mr. STIGLER: Committee on Claims.
H. R. 5279. A bill for the relief of the Dixie
Margarine Co., a Tennessee corporation, of
Memphis, Tenn.; with amendment (Rept.
No. 2223). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House.

Mr. STIGLER: Committee on Claims.
H. R. 5304. A bill for the rellef of Pearson
Bemedy Co.; without amendment (Rept. No.
2224). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr, JENNINGS: Committee on Claims.
H. R. 5722. A bill for the relief of Charles L,
Cannon; with amendment (Rept. No. 2225).
;efmd to the Committee of the Whole

ouse,

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. EBERHARTER:

H.R. 6680. A bill providing for payments
in lieu of taxes upon certain surplus property
and the payment of taxes thereon when leased
or sold to private interests by conditional
sale, and authorizing the taxation and assess-
ment thereof for State and local purposes;
to the Committee on Expenditures in the
Executlive Departments.

By Mr. GREEN:

H.R.6681. A bill to create United States
civil service boards of appeals; to the Com-
mittee on the Civil Service.

By Mr. GWYNNE of Iowa:

H. R.6682. A bill to amend sections 81, 82,
and 83, and to repeal section 84 of chapter IX
of the act entitled “An act to establish a uni-
form system of bankruptcy throughout the

"United States,’” approved July 1, 1898, and
acts amendatory thereof and supplementary
thereto; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legisla-
ture of the State of Louisiana, memorializing
the President and the Congress of the United
States to enact legislation t. exempt all vet-
erans of World War II from the payment of
any Federal income taxes during their tenure
of service and for 1 year subsequent to hon-
orable discharge on net income not exceed-
ing $2,500 per annum; to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
Honorable Provincial Board of Camarines Sur,
Philippines, memorializing the President and
the Congress of the United States with ref-
erence to protest of an amendment to the
Tydings-McDuffle independence law; to the
Committee on Insular Affairs,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. JAMES J. DELANEY:

H.R.6683. A bill for the relief of Agricul-
tural Insurance «Co. and others; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. GORE:

H. R. 6684. A bill for the relief of Charles
Edward Williams; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. RAMEY:

H.R.6685. A bill for the relief of Willlam
Grimes and Catherine Grimes; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. SOMERS of New York:

H.R.6686. A bill for the rellef of Joseph
Villar (Youssouf Tchikvaoglou); to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

PETITIONS, ETC,

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

1932. By the SPEAEER: Petition of presi-
dent, Eolawin Reading Club, Barrio Eolawin,
Argaw, Cebu, P. 1., petitioning consideration
of their resolution with reference to regquest
for rehabilitation of its library; to the Com-
mittee on the Library.

1633. Also, petition of T4g George E. Wuest,
petitioning consideration of his resclution
with reference to draft legislation and demo-
bilization; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

1534. By Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON: Peti-
tion of Mrs. Josle M. Roberts, superintendent,
the Methodist Hospital, San Jacinto and
Rosalie Streets, Houston 4, Tex., favoring
8. 181; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.,

1935. By Mr. EEOGH: Petition of the mem-
bers of the International Union of United
Brewery, Flour, Cereal, and Soft Drink Work-
ers of America, in opposition to proposed pro-
hibition legislation; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

SENATE

TraUrsDAY, JUNE 6, 1946

(Legislative day of Tuesday, March 5,
1946)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on
the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Our Father God, we thank Thee for
the new day bathed in the glory of June,
for the dawn orchestra of hirds’ song,
for the fragrance and tint of the tiniest
flower, for the mystic beauty of lights
and shadows weaving patterns of splen-
dor across the verdant fields and tem-
pled hills,. Through it all, and in the
laughter and tears of our fellow pilgrims
and in our own souls, tune our hearts to
hear Thy voice, that we may know we are
not alone. Deliver us from the folly of
coming to Thee with empty words bur-
dened with no agony of desire. So gird
our lives that here, in the ministry of
public affairs, we may make decisions
greatly, walk on the high levels of noble
purposes, and with kindling sympathies
as wide as human need in all things quit
us like men. In the Redeemer’s blessed
name. Amen,

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. La FOLLETTE, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the
calendar day Wednesday, June 5, 19486,
was dispensed with, and the Journal
was approved.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate reported
that on June 5, 1946, he presented to the
President of the United States the fol-
lowjng enrolled bills:

B.470. An act to confer jurisdiction upon
the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and
render judgment upon the claim or elaims
of W. P. Richardson, as successor and assignee
of W. P. Richardson & Co., of Tampa, Fla.;

6359

5.769. An act for the relief of H. H. Ash-
brock, and others;

S5.913. An act to protect scenic values
along and tributary to the Catalina Highway
within the Coronado National Forest, Ariz.;

S.1106. An act for the relief of Malcolm K.
Burke;
toisd' 1286. An act for the relief of Sam Beech-

B. 1605. An act to reimburse certain Navy
and Marine Corps personnel and former Navy
and Marine Corps personnel for personal
property lost or damaged as the result of fires
which occurred at various Navy and Marine
Corps shore activities;

S.1802. An act to provide for the delivery
of custody of certain articles of historic in-
terest from the U. 8. 8. Nevada and the
U. 8. 8. Wyoming to the State of Nevada and
the State of Wyoming, respectively;

S.1805. An act to authorize the promotion
of personnel of the Navy, Marine Corps, and
Coast Guard who were prisoners of war;

B, 1854. An act fo establish the civilian
position of academlic dean of the Postgrad-
uate School of the Naval Academy and com-
pensation therefor;

S.1862. An act to repeal section 1548, Re-
vised Btatutes (34 U. 8. C. 582);

5.1871. An act to authorize the convey-
ance of a parcel of land at the naval supply
depot, Bayonne, N. J., to the American Radi-
ator & Standard Sanitary Corp.;

S5.1959. An act to authorize the payment
of additional uniform gratuity to Reserve
officers commissioned from the status of avi-
ation cadets; and

B.1978. An act to authorize the restoration
of Philip Niekum, Jr., to the active list of
the United State Navy with appropriate rank
and restoration of pay and allowances,

REPRESENTATION OF CONGRESS AT
MEETING OF EMPIRE PARLIAMENTARY
ASSOCIATION AT BERMUDA

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under
authority of Senate Concurrent Reso-
lution 58, the Chair appoints the Senator
from Rhode Island [Mr. Green], the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. FULBRIGHT],
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. FERGU-
son], and the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr, WirLeY] as the Members of the Sen-
ate to attend the meeting of the Empire
Parliamentary Association at Bermuda,
beginning June 10, 1946, and designates
the Senator from Rhode Island as the
chairman of the delegation.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate the following letters,
which were referred as indicated:

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF ALIENS

A letter from the Attorney General, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report reciting
the facts and pertinent provisions of law in
the cases of 182 individuals whose deporta-
tion has been suspended for more than 6
months by the Commissioner of Immigration
and Naturalization Service under the au-
thority vested in the Attorney General, to-
gether with a statement of the reason for
such suspension (with an accompanying re-
port); to the Committee on Immigration,
GIFTs AND BEQUESTS FOR BENEFIT OF PoOST

OFFICE DEPARTMENT LIERARY

A letter from the Acting Postmaster Gen-
eral, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation to authorize the Postmaster General
to accept gifts and bequests for the benefit
of the library of the Post Office Department
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com-
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads.
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